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FILE NO. 160559 RESOLUTION NO. 

1 [Cooperative Agreement - Caltrans - 19th Avenue Combined City Project] 

2 

3 Resolution approving a cooperative agreement between the City and County of San 

4 Francisco and the State of California Department of Transportation concerning the 

5 design and construction of the 19th Avenue combined City project including 

6 pedestrian safety, transit improvements, and utility upgrades along 19th Ave1111UJe 

7 between Junipero Serra Boulevard and Lincoln Way. 

8 

9 WHEREAS, The purpose of the 19th Avenue Combined City project (Project) is to 

1 O improve safety for pedestrians and transit riders; to improve transit speed and reliability; and 

11 to reduce travel time by optimizing transit stop locations along State Route 1; and 

12 W~EREAS, In a~dition, the Project also would increase the reliability of water 

13 transmission services and wastewater services and enhance emergency responses by 

14 improving the Auxiliary Water Supply System (AWSS) and constructing four crossings of the 

15 Flexible Water Supply System (FWSS); and 

16 WHEREAS, The Project's construction of the utility upgrades in conjunction with the 

17 surface improvements would serve to minimize the overall construction disruption to the 

18 corridor and its many users; and 

19 WHEREAS, On July 7, 2015, the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency 

20 (SFMTA) Board of Directors approved the project elements along the 28 - 19th Avenue Muni 

21 transit corridor included in the Muni Forward Service-Related Capital Improvements and 

22 Travel Time Reduction Proposals, under Resolution No. 15-107; and 

23 WHEREAS, The Resolution also included findings under the California Environmental 

24 Quality Act, Public Resources Code, Sections 21000 et seq. (CEQA) and included elements 

25 that are part of the Project; and 
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1 WHEREAS, A copy of this Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the Board of 

2 Supervisors in File No. 160559 and is incorporated herein by reference; and 

3 WHEREAS, The City and State of California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 

4 desire to effectuate an agreement that defines the terms and conditions under which the 

5 Project is to be constructed, financed, and maintained (the Cooperative Agreement); and 

6 WHEREAS, Said Cooperative Agreement provides that the City will design, construct, 

7 and finance the Project; and that Caltrans will provide independent quality assurance for the 

8 work within the state highway system right-of-way, provide review and approval of project 

9 documents as listed in the Cooperative Agreement, and issue, upon proper application, the 

1 O encroachment permits required for Project completion; and 

11 WHEREAS, Execution of the Cooperative Agreement is a prerequisite for Caltrans 

12 issuing an encroachment permit for the Project; and 

13 WHEREAS, Public Works and Caltrans have reviewed the Cooperative Agreement and 

14 recommend its approval; and 

15 WHEREAS, A copy of said Cooperative Agreement is on file with the Clerk of the 

16 Board of Supervisors in File No. 160559 and is incorporated herein by reference; and 

17 WHEREAS, In Public Works Order No. 184706, dated March 21, 2016, the Director of 

18 Public Works recommends that the Board accept the Cooperative Agreement; and 

19 WHEREAS, A copy of said Order is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in 

20 File No. 160559 and is incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein; and 

21 WHEREAS, The Project was analyzed in the Transit Effectiveness Project Final 

22 Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) that the San Francisco Planning Commission certified in 

23 Motion No. 19105 on March 27, 2014; and 

24 WHEREAS, Said Motion is on file with the Clerk of the Board and is incorporated 

25 herein by reference; and 
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1 WHEREAS, As part of the Resolution No. 14-041, the SFMTA Board of Directors 

2 adopted approval findings under CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the 

3 Administrative Code (collectively CEQA Findings) and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 

4 Program (MMRP) for the Transit Effectiveness Project; and 

5 WHEREAS, The Resolution, CEQA Findings, and MMRP are on file with the Clerk of 

6 the Board of Supervisors in File No. 160559 and are incorporated herein by reference; and 

7 WHEREAS, The Board adopts these CEQA findings and those included in SFMTA 

8 Board of Directors Resolution No. 15-107 as its own; and 

9 WHEREAS, This Board reviewed the FEIR and found that since certification of the 

1 O FEIR, no changes have occurred in the proposed project or in the circumstances under which 

11 the project would be implemented that would cause new significant impacts or a substantial 

12 increase i~ the severity of impacts identified and analyzed in the FEIR, and that no new 

13 information of substantial important has emerged that would change the analyses or 

14 conclusions setforth in the FEIR; and 

15 WHEREAS, The actions approved herein would not necessitate implementation of 

16 additional or considerably different mitigation measures than those identified in the FEIR; and 

17 WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors finds that entering into a Cooperative 

18 Agreement with Caltrans for construction _.of the Project is within the scope of the FEIR and 

19 that no additional environmental review is required under Public Resources Code, Section 

20 21166; now, therefore, be it 

21 RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors has reviewed the Public Works Order 

22 No. 184706 and accepts the Director of Public Works' recommendation to approve the 

23 Cooperative Agreement with Caltrans apportioning responsibilities for the Project in 

24 substantially the same form as the Agreement on file with the Clerk; and, be it 

25 

I 
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1 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors authorizes and directs the 

2 Director of Public Works to approve any additions, amendments or other modifications to the 

3 Cooperative Agreement that the Director of Public Works, in consultation with the City 

4 Attorney, determines is in the best interest of the City, do not materially increase the 

5 obligations or liabilities of the City, or materially decrease the public benefits accruing to the 

6 City, and are necessary or advisable to complete the transactions contemplated and 

7 effectuate the purpose and intent of this resolution, such determination to be conclusively 

8 evidenced by the execution and delivery by the Director of Public Works of any such 

9 documents; and, be it 

1 O FURTHER RESOLVED, That within 30 days of executing the Cooperative Agreement, 

11 the Director of Public Works shall forward an executed copy of the Agreement to the Clerk of 

12 the Board for its records. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT 
S:tate Inqepenqent Quality Assman:ce, 

AGREEMENT.04-2593-
Proje~tNo. 0400000325 

EAOG350. 
04•SF-l-R0,68/4.-05 

rhl.s AOREEMENT~ effeGtive ()n·---~----~------ fa between the Sta:te of 
California, acting through its Department of Transportation, referred to as· CALTRANS, an4~ 

City and County of San, FranciSco~ a: mUnicip~ coworation::ofthe State of California; referred 

to hereinaft~r as ClTY. 

RECITALS 

L :PART.NERS ai(} aµthqrized to en~er mfo aocooperatfve agreement for improvements tq the 
sti:J.te highway sy~tem. (~HS) per the Callfo.triia Streets and fiighways Code seeti01i~ 1I4 

and 130. 

2. For the purpmieof this AGREEMENT~ pecfestria:n and,transit bulbouts, utility (mdsignal 
upgrade an$tate Route 1 (19thAvetiti,~frofn..LincolnAvenl.{e toHollowayAvenue will be 
:referred to heteinaftet as: PROJECT. The;proj~t scope of work iS defined in th,e PROJECT 
iuitfattoni ;mq approv<il doc;uments (e.gc; Proje.ct St11dy Report,. Pennit E11gineering 
.Evaluation Report; or Project Report). 

J.. All tesponsibilities assigned in this AGREEMENT to complete the following PROJECT 
COMPONENTS' will he referred (o here.inafter as• OBLIGATIONS::. 

• Plans, Specifications, and, Estimate (PS&E} 

• RigbtofWaySupport(RIW SUPPORT) 

•• Rightof Way Capital (RIW CAPITAL) 

• CONSTRUCTION SUPP,QRT 

•· CQNSTRUC1JON CAPITAL 

4.. Thls A GREEMENTiS separate ~oII1 ai:id does not modify orre~l~ce any o:ther ¢ooperatlve 
· agreei1iet),t -Or. ri;le,fu,:01:andtun of tl)l(ierst<mCU11g between PARTNERS regarding the 
:PROJECT~. 

5. The folloWin.& work associated With this PROJECT has been completed or is in prqgr¢ss: 

•• The San Francisc.oPlanningCommissiOn certified the TEPEIRin Match,2014.Tue· 
project? s proposed bus stop. ce)nsolic4tfott$ .and relocations, and the transit and :pedestrian 
bulb-ou,~ alol).g Sll J are included in t.he TEP EIR as item TIRP .i~t 
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AGREEMENT 04-2593 
Proje~t No, 0400000325 

• The San 1?:r~cisco Planning Depcirtment ($f J?l~g) issued ariAbbrevi~ted.CEQA 
ChecJ.<l~st for TEP im.proye~en,ts sul~sequent to Certification of :the TEP EIR fo!' the 
addition(;lf pedestrian bulb-outs; ieinovitl of chatmelizirig islands~ a:p,d otb:er surface 
improvements on May 29~ 4015.. · 

• SF fla,nnin,g;J_ssued a Categori:Cal EX:empticm. (Cf.lt Ex) for the water4ist:rib.utfo:p, sy$tein 
r.epiac.emep.~ l}eW:in$t<tllatibn,. and upgrades on.J\µgust24, 2015~ · 

• SE' Planning concurred with 4. Statutory. E:icem,ptio:n (StatEx) prepared by the SFPUC for the 
replacementofexistin~ AWSS pipeline on April 17, 7015, · · 

•· SF J?limning qoncun:ed with ~ St';,itEx prepared by the SF.PUC for the Flexible Water Supply 
System pipeline. connectio1\s on April 17~ 2015. 

• _SF Plm;inlng iss11ttd ~Cat ;Ex for tlle wastewater system repair a,nd replacement on .Ja.n.uary 
19, 2016. . .. 

• Caltrans issued.a Cat Exforihe SF-1 Phase;nr Signal UJ?grade aiidJnterconnect Signals 
Project (EA 017{}0) onApril 21, 20i5. 

6" In this AGREEMENT ~apitalized words represent defined term.&; :initialisms; or acronyms~ 

7; 'PARTNERS hereby set fort;h. thetenns; co;venantsi and GondUions of thisAGREEMENT~ 
under Which they will accomplish OBLIGATIONS. 

RESP.ONSlBILITIES 

Sponsorship 

8: CITY is the SPONSOR for the R;RQJE;QT .CQMPONENT$'11:1:this AGREE.1i4BNT. 

Funding 

9, The OBJ;JGATIONS do notu$e funds.;;idministere41JY CALTRANS. PAATNER;S will 

amend t1Us AGR.g~MENt: sJ1Pm4t~.~ondhfon cl;uu1ge, 

1(). Each PARTNER is tesponsibkforth~costs theyfoctttinperfonningthe ()BtlGATIONS 
of this AGREEMENT urikss otherwise stafod in thi$ AGREEMENT~ .. 

PACT :Project D~velopment ,Agteexn~ilt 2015-03-12 (Crea,~q ()'J /2,3/15) 2ofl9 



AGREEMENT 04-2593 
Ptojec;tNo. 0400000325 

Implementing Agency 

11. CITY is th¥ IMPLEMENTINd 1\GENCY fqr PS&E. 

12. CITY is fue IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for RIGHT OF WAY .. 

13. CITY is the IMPLEMENTING' AGENCY for-CONSTRUCTION. . . . 

14. The IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for a PROJECT COMPONENT will ptovidea Quality 
Manr;igt:;J)lent Plan (QMP} for that cQmponenJ as p~ Qf the PROJECT MANAGEMENJ' 
PLAN. The Q:uality ManageinentPlan describes the· IMPLEMENTING AGENCY~s. 
quality policy and how itwill be used.. T:he. Qi:m.lity Management Plan is subject to 
CALTRAN"S review 811d approvaJ_, 

The CITY will provicie, or ca.use to proviP.e, source insl'ec1i<m services for PROJECT. 

The CITY will prepare a Quality Management Plan (QMP) whiGh will include a descriptipu of 

how-source inspection wilLbe·petformed a:nd·willsubmit the QMP to the-DEPARTMENT fon 
ryview and; approval by the: State fyfaterials Engineer. 

15. Any 'PARTNERrespon.sibl~for completing WdRK. sl).aU make itsper$onnel and 
consu1tatits that prepare WORK available. to help resolve WORK-related problems and 
changes for the entire duration ofthe PROJECT inc.Ju.ding PROJECT COMPONENT work 
that may o~c-qr underseparate ~greem.e11ts·, 

Independent Quality Assurance 

16. CALTRANS wil1 provide fudependent Quality Assuran.ce. fot th.e portfo11s ofWORK within, 
the exi.stin,g and proposed s:as ri~ht-qf~way~ ' 

CA.1:,TRA,N'St Independent Quality Assutartce efforts are:to ensure that CITY1s quality 

assutance activities result in.WORK being developed.in. .accordance with the applic~ble 
standards. and w!,tllln 311 established Quall,'ty Managemen,t Plan. Tu..Q.epe!ldent Qwi.U.ty 
Assurance does Iibt include. any efforts necessary to develop or deliver WORK or any 
validation by verifying or rechecking work performed lJY anoth.et party. 

When CAtTRANS performs !nd~pendep.t Quality Assur~ce 1t does .s<>. for its ow.n benefit 
No. one cart assign liability to CAL TRANS, due to its IhdeJ?ertdent Quality Assurance~ 

CEQA Lead Agency 

.it CITY istlJ,~:CEQA·LeadAgenqy f(>~ th~ PR.b}E¢T. 

18.. CALTRANS is a CBQ;A Responsible A,f!;enc-y fotthe PROJECT~ 
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AGREEMENT 04-2593 
Project No. 0400000325 

Environmental Permits, Approvals and Agreements. 

19: PAR1NERS' wilt comply Wi~ tlie .coµin#.tments .:trl.4 Qonditfo.ns se.t forth in the 
enviroi11bcntal documentation, environrne11tal perll1its, apP,tovals,. and appli~able. 
agreements as those commitments and conditions apply to .each PARTNER' s 
re~ponsfbilities fu this AGREEMENT, 

20. Unless otherwise as~igned in thlsAGR.EEMENT., the Jlv3f LEMEN1JNG AGENCY for !lo·· 

PROJECT COMPONENT is responsible for all PROJECT COMPONENT WORK:. 
as.s~~iated witb-'coor4inating~ obtaining, impl~m.ent#lg,, ren~wfug~ mid amending fue 
PROJECT pertnits, agteements~ filld 3:J?Ptovals whether they are. identified in the planneci 
project scope of work or become necessary in the .course of completing the PROJECT. 

21. The PROJECT requires the following envitollll1ental requi:i;ernents/apProvals: 

401, Regfo1~al Water Quality Control Board .. 

National Poih1tarit Discharge. Eliniination Systeiµ(NPDES), State Water R.~sources Control 
Board 

State Wruit~ Discharge;Regltlremenis {I?orterCofogiie), :Regional Water Quality Contr9l Board 

Plans, Specifications, and Estimate CPS&E) 

22. As IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for PS&E, CITY is res,r>onsible for all PS&E WORK 
.except those :PS&E activities and; responsibilities that are assigned to another PARTNER in 
this AGREEMENT ancl thqse activities th.at m~y be specifically excluded. 

23, CITY'will prepare. Utility Conflict Maps idep.tifying tlie rJGeommocW,tion, pr9tectfon, 
relocatkm, or removal of any existing utility facilities that conflfot with construction ofthe 
:PROJECT Qr tliat. vi9l;J.t~ CALTRf\N,S' encroac.lun~nt.policy. 

CITY will. proviq~ CAI)JJ{ANS a copy of lJtlli.ty Conflict M;:ips fqi: CALJ'RANS' c.Qncurrence 
prior-to issuing the Notices~to Owuer and executing the Utility Agreement. All ut.ility conflicts 
wiU be ~dress~d in the PRQJEGl' plans~ specifications;, ap.d estimate. 

Right ofWay (R!W) 

24. As IMPLEMENTING AGENCY forRIW, CITY is responsible for all R1W' SUPPORT 
WORI( except tl;tose RAV $UP.PORT ~tivitles aud responsibilltiesthat w:e assigned to 
another PARTNER m this, AGREEMENT and those activities that may 'be· speeifically 
excluded .. 
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25. Right of Way acquisition will not oc~ur prior to the apptoval of the envitorunenfal 
docwnent, If ~nvironment~ permits, licenses; a,gre.e!Ilents; Qr ce.nifi~atlops· we neer;le.4 for 
the right of way acquisition th~ those must be. obtained prior to the acquisition. 

26. Th~ selection of RJW personnel and WORK withfu the col).lpleted PROJECT; s SHS :tight:. 

of~way will be pertbrme<i in ~qcordance with feder~ a,nd Cl;l.liromia laws and regulatjq1IB;· 
and· CAL TRANS' policies~ procedures~ standards, practices, and applicable a$feeinents. 

27. CITY will make all necessary arrangements, with utility owuers for the timely 
acc;qmmod~tion, protection, reiocatlon,. or removal. of· any existing utility facilities tha.t 
conflict with construction of the PROJECT or that violate CALTRANS' encroaclnnent 
policy. 

2&. CITY will provide CAL TRANS a copy of conJUct maps, R~IOcation. Plansi pm posed 
Notices to Owner, Reports of Investigation, and Utility A~eements (if applicable) fQr 
CAL TRANS' con~urrence prior tO issuing the Nofo;es to Owner and executing the Utility 
A~reement, AU utility conflicts will be ful1y addressed p.iior to, :Right of Way Certification 
anc:l all arrangements fot the ptotectibn, telocatfon, ot removal of all qmflictihg facilities 
will be completed prior to construction contract award and included in; th¢ PROJECT plans, 
speciflcatipns, au4 estimate, 

29, CITY will detennin.e· the cost to positively identify arid locate,. protect, reloc<}te, or remoye 
any utility facilities whether inside or outside SHS right-"of~way fa accordance With fed.era{ 
and California laws mid reglllations, a1ld CALTRANS.? poli,cies, prpcedures?. sti!tidardS,, 
practices, and applicable agteernents. inclµdirtg, but not limited to Freeway Master 
Con,tracts~ 

30. CITY will provid¢.aland surveyor 1icen$edinthe State ofC<:\liforniato beresporisib1efor 
surveying &nd rlght-:-of.:-way engineerit:ig~ All stLrvey and right-of:way engin.eering 

documents will bear the professional seal, certificate. number, registration cfo.s$iiication, 
expjration date qf cei;tii.lcate1 ancl signature of !he resp9ns~ble ,surveyor. 

31. CITY will utilize. a pup lie agency c.urrently qualified by CAt TRANS or a properly 
licensed .consultant for all :right .. of-way activities •. A qnalified right:.of.:way agent w!ll 
a.dminister all riglit-of-W£tY, consultant contr.a..cts .. 

CITY will sublll.it ~:draft Rig);it. ofWa.y Certilicatioq: doculll,entto CALTRANS six (<5Jwe.~ks 
prior to the scheduled Right of Way Certification. n:Ulestone date. for review~ 

CITY wil.l. submit a final Right o~Way ceyt,iffoation document to CALTRANS for apptbval 
prio;i: to the ;f>R.01ECt <idvertiSeme.nt. 
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32. PhysicaI and le gal possession of right-of-way must be completed priOrto con:st:rµctfon 
advertis¢me)lt; unle,:ss PA:J{r.NERS mutuaUr, agree, tQ other ~angem.en~ j.n wtlting. Right 
of way conveyances must be. completed prior to OBLIGATION COMPLETION, unless 
PARTNERS mutually agree to nther arrangements in writing. 

33~ CAL TRANS' accepumc(;{ oftight.:.of.:.way title is subject to review of an Updat¢d 
:Preliminary Ti He Report prov~deci by CITY yeri:fying th<:it the titly is ftee of aJl 
encumbrances and liens. Upon acceptance~ CITYwill provide CAL TRANS with a Policy 
of Title Ins~rance in CJ,\L TRANS' mu:r;ty· 

34. Tu.e Caiiforcia TratJ.spqrtatfoµ Commission is responsible f9r hearing and adopting 
Resolutions of Necessity, 

Construction 

35~ As IMPtEMENTING AGENCY for CONSTRJJCTION~ CITY is resp<msible for a.II 
CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT WORK except those CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT 
a~tivities and tesponsibiiities that are as${gned to anqther PARTNER in thiS AGREEMENT 
aud. thos~ activities that maY ~e specifiq1lly exclµ4ed. 

36~ CAL TRANS' Will be responsible for completing the following CONSTRUCTION 
SuPPORT activities~ 

285.0SJS.xx Change Order Review & Approval as ~eqajredin ihis J\W,-e.em.erit 

270.20.45.xx' SWPPP/WPCP Review & Approval 
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AGREEMENT 04-2593 
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3 7;, C'.ITY will advertise, open bi4s; ~ward,. and appmve the construction contractin accordance 

with. the California Public Contract Code and the CaJ,ifornia .Labor Code. By accepting 
responsibility to advertise and award the constr.uctiQn contra,ct, CITY also accepts 
responsibility to administer the construction contract. 

38". CAL TRANS, will not issue an Encroachment Permit for construction work Uiitil 

CALTRANS. accepts' 

• The final platiS, specificatious,,. and estimate package 

• The Right of Way Certification 

• The PROJECT SPONSOR verifies :fulLfunding of CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT and 
CONSTRUCTlON CAPITAL 

• Quality Mru.ia&enient Plan (QMP) for Construction 

39~. CITY will provi.de a Resident Engiueer and CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT staff that are 
independent of the construc;tion contractor. The: Resident Engineer will be a Civil 

Engineer, lic;en'sed. in the State of California~ who is: responsible fot construction contract 
~dministratfon activities. 

40. CALTRANS will review a!lci &ppmve: 

• Change Orders affe<;ti.ng public safety, public convenfonce, protected enyiromnental 
resources, the,preservatioh ofproperty, ajlde~ign and specification changes,. and all majot 
.changes as def med in the CAL TRANS Construction Manual. These Change Orders miist 
,~c;eive written concurrence by CAL TRANS p1;iqr to i1UPlementa.tion. 

• The Stonnwat~r J;>ollution)?reventipn Plan (SWf}>P) or the Water Po.llntion Confyol :plan 

(WPCP). 

• Quality Management Pl® (QMP} for Con..sti,uct.ion. 

4L r.r:C(>NSTRUCtION CAPITAL is funded With.state or federal funds fu.eJi CITY w.ill 
adµlinister and. process all constnictlon contract .claims usiµg a CAL TRANS-approved 
prQcess. CAL 'fRA1'4-S wi]J provide l,ndependent Quality Assurance for the claims process. 

4 2. CITY will requite the construction conttactor to furnish payfuent and performance bonds 
natnihg CITY as oblige¢~ and CALTRANS as additional. obligee~ and to cai:ry liabHity 
insµrarice in accordan.ce with CAL TRANS Standard Specifications~ 
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AGREEMENT 04-2593 
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43. CITY is designated as the Approved Signatory Authority responsible for preparing a,ng 
filing all Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) Permit Registration Documents 

including certifying the accuracy of all documents and its complianct; in accordance with 

the Construction General Penni~ and CAL TRANS MS4 National Pollutant Discfuu-ge 

Elimination System (NPDES) permit for all work within the SHS. 

44. The Quality Management Plan will describe how construction material verification and 

workmanship inspections will be perfomied at manufacturing sources and the PROJECT 

job-,site. The construction material ancl. solirce inspection Quality Management Plan is 

subjectto review and. approval by the State Materials Engineer. 

45. As IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for construction, CITY is responsible for maintenance of 

the State Highway System within the PROJECT limits as part of the construction contract. 

46. After OBLIGATION COMPLETION SHS maintenance will be handled through an 

existing maintenance agreement. 

47. Within one hundred eighty (180) calendar days following the completion and acceptance of 

the PROJECT construction c,ontract, CITY shall furnish CALTRANS with a complete set 

of "Asc.ffuilt" plans and Change Orders, including any changes authorized by CALTRANS, 

on a CD ROM and in accordance with CALTRANS' then current CADD User's Manual 

(Section 4.3)~ Plans Preparation Manual, and. CAL TRANS practice. The plans will have 

the Resident Engineers mune, co;ntract number, and construction contract acceptance d(ffo 

printed on each plan sheet; and with the Resident Engineer's signature only on the title 
sheet. The As-Built plans will be in Microstation DGN format, version 7.0 or latet. In 

addition, CITYwillprovide one set of As-Built plans and addenda in TIFF format 

The submittal must al~o include ;:tll CAL TRANS requested contract records" an<i land survey 

documents. The land slirvey docutnents include monllment preservation .docw:nents and. 

Records of Surveys prepan~d to satisfy the requirements ofthe California Land Surveyors Act 

(Business and Prof<:~ssions Code sectio;ns 8700 - 8805). Copies 9fsurvey docqments and 

Records of Surveys filed in accordance with Business & Professions Code; including sections 

8762 and 8771, shall contain the :filirig information provided by the CfOUDty Jn which :filed. 

48. Upon OBLIGATION COMPLETION, ow:nership or title to all materials and equipment 

constructed or installed for the operations and/ or maintenance of the SHS within SHS right­

of;,way as partofWORK pecome the property ofCALTRANS. 

P/1. c~·r 

CAL TRANS \\rill not accept ownership or title to any materials or equipment constrncted or 

installed outside the SHS right-of~way_ 

'" 07/23/15) 



AGREEMENT 04-2593 
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Schedule 

49. PARtNERS will manage the schedule for OBLIGATIONS through the work :plan included 

in the PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN. 

Additional Provisions 

50. PARTNERS will :perform ajl. OBLIGATIONS fo accordance with federal and Qfilifornia 

laws, regulations; a:nd stan<lards; FHWA ST AND ARDS; .and CALTRANS STANDARDS. 

51. CAL TRANS retains the right to reject non compliant WORK, protect public safety, 

preserve property rights, and ensure that all WO~ is in the best intere~tofthe SHS. 

52~ Each PARTNER will ensure that personnel participatfog in OBLIGATIONS are 

appropriately qualified odicensed to perform the tasks assigned to them. 

53.. PARTNERS will invite each.other to participate in the selection of any consultants who 

participate in OBLIGATIONS. 

54.. CALTRANS will issue; upon proper application, the encroachment permits requfred for 

WORK within SHS right.,.of-way. Contractors and/or agents~ and utility owners will not 

work within the SHS right:.of-way without an encroachment permitissued in their name, 

CAL TRANS \Vill provide encroaehment permits to PARTNERS, their contractors, 

consultants and agents, and utility owners at po cost If the encroachment permit and this 

AGREEMENT conflict,.therequirements of this AGREEMENTshallpreyail. 

55. The IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for a PROJECT COMPONENT will coordinate, 

prepare, obtain, implement; renew, and amend. any encroachment permits needed to 

complete the PROJECT COMPONENT WORK'.. 

56. If any PARTNER discovers unanticipated cultural, archaeological; paleontologfoal; or 

other protected resources during WORK, all WORK in, that area will stop and that 
PARTNER will notify allPARTNERSw:ithintwerity-four (24) hou,rsofdiscqvery, 

WORK may only resume after a qualified professional has evaluated the nature and 

significance of the discovery and, a plan is approved for its removal or protection. 

57.. PARTNERS will hold all administratiye drafts and administrative fmalreports, studies, 

materials, and documentation relied upori, produced, created, or utilized for the PROJECT 

in confidence to the extent permitted by law and where applicable, the provisions of 

California Government Code section 6254.5( e) shall protect the confidentiality of such 

documents in the event that said documents are shared betwc:en PARTNERS. 
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PARTNERS will not distribute, release, or share said documents wlth anyone other than 

employees, agents, and consultants who require access to complete the PROJECT without the 

written consent of the PARTNER auth01jzed to release theni;. unless :teg_l.lired or authorized to 

do so byl;;i.w: 

58. Ifa PARTNER receives a public records request pertaini,11g to OBLIGATIONS, that 

P AR1NER will notify PAR1NERS within five (5) working days of receipt and niake 

P AR'[NERS aware of any disclosed public documents. P AAINERS will consult \Vith each 

other prior to the release of any public documents related to the PROJECT. 

59. IfHM"'l orHM-2is.found during a PROJECT COMPONENT, the IMPLEMENTING 

AGENCY for that PROJECT COMPONENT will i;mmediately notify PARTNERS. 

60. CAL TRANS, independent of the PROJECT, is responsible for any HM-1 found within the 

existii1g SHS rigl:it-of~way. CALTRANS will undertake, or cause to be undertaken, HM 

MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-l with minimum impact to the PROJECT 

·schedule. 

CALTRANS, independent of the PROJECT will pay, or cause to be p(:lid, the cost of}Ilv.f 

MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related. to HM~ 1 found within the existing SHS right-of-way. 

61. CITY, independent of.the PROJECT, isresponsibk for any HM~ I found within the 

PROJECT liniits and outside the existing SHS right-of-way, CITY will undertake, or cause 

to be midertaken, HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-1 with minimmn 

impact to the PROJECT schedule~ 

CITY, independent of th~. PROJECT, will pay, or cause to be paid~ the cost of HM 
MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to BM'" 1 found within the PROJECT limits and 

outside of the existipgSHS right-of-way. 

62, If HM-2 is found within the :PROJECT limits, the publi~.agen,cy responsible for the 

advertisement; award, and administration (AAA) of the· PROJECT construction: contract 

will be responsible for HM MANAQ-EMENT ACTIVITIES .related to HM-2. 

63. CALTRAN'S' acquisition or acceptance of title to any property on.which anyHM-1 or 

HM:-2is found will proceed in accordance withCALTRANS 1 policy on.such acquisition, 

64. CITY will accept, reject, compromise, settle, or litigate claims of a:hy 11on-AGREEMENT 

parties hired to complete OBLIGATIONS. 
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65. PARTNERS wjJl confer on any claim that may affectOBLIGATIONS or PARTNERS' 

_ liability or respon_sibility under this AGREEMENT 1n order to retain resolution possibilities 

fot potential future claims~ No PARTNER will prejudice the rights of another PARTNER 

Wltil after P ARJNERS ccmfer on' the qlaiD1. 

66. ff the PROJECT expends state or federa1 fw:ids, each PAR 1NER will comply with the 

federal Unifortn Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit:Requirements 

for Federal Awards of2 CFR, Part 200. PARTNERS will ensure that any for-profit:party 

hit_ed to participate in the OBLIGATIONS will comply with the requirements in 48 CFR 
Chapter 1, Part 3 l. When state or federal funds are expended on the PROJECT these 

prin,cipks and requirement$ apply to all funding types il).cipded inthis AGREEMENT. 

67 .. If the PROJECT expends state or federal funds, each. PARTNER will undergo an annual 

audit in accordance with the Single Audit Act.and the federal Office of Management and 

Budget (OMB) Circqlar A-133" 

68. If the PROJECT ex:pends federal funds~ anY PARTNER that.hires an A&E consultant to 

perform WOR({,onanypart of the PROJECTwill ehsute that the procurementoffb_e 

cortsultimtand_the consultantoverhead costs are in accordance with Chapter 10 of the 

Local.4ssistanr:e Procedures Manual:: 

69" _ If WORK stops for any reason, IMPLEMENTING AGENCY will place the PROJECT 

right~of-way in a safe and operable condition acceptable to CALTRANS. 

70. If WORK stops for any reason; each PARTNER will continue to implement all of its 

. applicable commitments and conditions }J:iduded in the PROJECT enviro.nme:otal 

documentation, permits~ agreements, orapprovals that are in effect at the time that.WORK 

stops, as they apply to each PARTNER' s responsibilities in thi_sAGREEMENT, in order to 
keep the l?R01ECT in envrronrnental compliance. until WORK resumes. 

7L Fines~ interest, or penalties levied agairtst a PARTNER Will be paid by the PARTNER 

whose action or lack of action caused the Jc.wy_ 

72, CITY will furnish CAL TRANS with the Project History Files related to the PROJECT 

facilities on SHS within sixty (60) days following the completion of each PROJECT 

COMPONENT. CITY will prepare the Project History .File in accordance vvith the Project 

Development Procedures Manual; Chapter 7. All material will be submitted ne11tly in a, 

three-ring binder and on a CD ROM in PDF format: 
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73.. PARTNERS understand i:hat this AGREEMENT is in accordance with and. governed by the 

Constitution and laws 9fthe State of California. This AGREEMENT will be enforceable 

in the State of California. Any PAR1NER initiating legal action aiisihg from this 

AGREEMENT will fiJe and maintain that legal action in the Superior Court of the· county 

ip. which the CALTRANS di.striet office that is siisnatory to this AGREEMENT resides, or 

in the Superior Cotlrt of the collilty in which the PROJECT is physically located. 

74.. All CALTRANS' OBLIGATIONS underthis AGREEMENTare subject to the 

appropriation.ofresources by the Legislature~ the State BudgetActauthority, and the 

allocation of funds by the California Transportation Commission. 

75. Neither CITY nor arty officer or employee thereof is responsible for any injury, damage or. 

liability occurring })y reasop: of anything done or onlittecl to be done by CAL TRANS, its 

contractors, stib-cotitractors, and/or its agents l1Ilder or in connection with any work, 

authority, or jurisdiction conferred upon CAL TRANS under this A GREEM.ENT. Itis 

understood and ~eed that CALTRANS, to the extentpermitted by law, will defend, 

indemnify, and save harmless CITY and all of its officers and employees from all claims; 

suits, or actions of every name, kind, and description broµght forth @der, bu.t: notJimiteci 

to, tortious, contractual, inverse condemnation, or other theories aild assertions ofliability 

occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CALTRANS, its 

contractors, s11b-contractors~ and/or its agents under thi9 AGREEMENT. 

76. Neither·CALTRANS nor.any officer or employeethereofisresponsible for any injury, 

damage~ or liability occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CITY, 

its contracttors? sub-<tontractors, and/or jts agents unQ.er or: i.n C()IDlection with any w<:>rk, 

authority, orjurisdictfon c6bfe:tred upon CITYunder this AGREEMENT. It is und~rsfood 

and agreed that CITY, to the extent permitted by law, wilI defend, indemnify\ and save 

· hannless CALTRANS andall ofits officers and employees from all claims, suits, or 

actions of every name, kind, and description brought forth under, but not limited tc\ 

tortious, contractQal; inverse condemnation, or other theories and assertions of liability 

occurring. by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CITY, its contractors,. sub­

contracto.rs, and/or its agents under this AGREEMENT. 

77', PARTNERS don:ot intend this AGREEMENT to create a third party beneficiary or define 

duties, obligations, m rights in parties not signatory to this AGREEMENT. PARTNERS 

do not intend this AGREEMENT to affect their legal liability by iroposingany standard of 

care for fulfilling OBLIGATIONS different from tl1e standards imposed by law. 

78. RTNERS will not assign or attempt to assign OBLIGATIONS to parties not sig113tory .to 

tbs AGREEMENT \V1thout an amendment to this 1\.GREEj\rfENT 
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79. CITY will not interpret any ambiguity contained in this AGREEMENT against 

CALTRANR CITY waives the provisions of California Civil Cocie se<;tion 1654. 

A waiver of a PARTNER; s performance ilnder this AGREEMENT will :hot constitute a 

continuous waiver of any 0.ther provision, 

80. A delay or orriissiqn to exercise a: right or power: due to a defouit does not negate the use of 

that right or pcrwer in the futµre when de~med necessary. 

81. If any PARTNER defaults in its OBLIGATIONS, anon:..defaultin~ PARTNER will request 

in writi,ng that the default be remediecl within thirty (30) cafondar days. If the defa.ulting 

PARTNER fails to do so~ the non-<;lefaulting PARTNER may initiate dispute resqlµtfon. 

82. PARTNERS will first attempt to resolve AGREEMENT disputes at the PROJECT team 

level. If they cannot resolve the dispute themselves, the CAL TRANS distri¢t director and 

the executive officer pf CITY will attempt to Ii~gotiate aresolution. If PARTNERS do not 

reach a resolution, PARTNERS, legal co.unselwill initiate mediation. PARTNERS awee 

t() participate in mediation iu good faith and will share eqµally in its costs. 

Neither thy clisput~ ·nor the medi.ation p;t'.ocess reli.eves PARTNERS from :ful1 and. timely 
performance of OBLIGATIONS iii accordance with the terms of this.AGREEMENT .. 

However, ifany PARTNERstops fulfilling OBLIGATIONS~ any other PARTNER may seek 

equitable relief to ensure that OBLIGA110NScontinue, 

. Except for. equitable relief, no PARTNER may file a civil C01Ilpfaint until after media,tion, 9r 

forty~ five ( 4 5) calendar days ;llter filing the Written mediation request, whichever occurs first 

PARTNER$ will file any Qivil complaints in the Superior Court of the county in which the 

CALTRANS districtoffice signatory to this AGREEMENT resides or .in the ~uperior Court of 
the county in which the PROJECT is physically located. The prevailing PARTNER Will be 
entitled to ap. award of all coS.ts, fees, and exp.e!lses, indudingr~asonable attomey fees as. a 

reslilt of litig;atirtg a dispute under this AGREEMENT or to enforce the provisions of this 

article including eqwtable relief. 

83. p ARilffiRS n:tainta,in the ability to ptirsue alternative or additional dispute remedies if a 

previously selected remedy does not achieve resolution: 

84. If any provisions in this· AGREEMENT are found by a court of competent jurisdiction to 

be, or are in fact? illegal, inope~'ative, or unenforceable, those provisions do not render any · 

or all other AGREEMENT provisions invalid, inoperative, or unenforceable, and those 

provisions will be automatically severed from this AGREEMENT. 
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85. If during performan¢e of WORK additional a¢ti:vities or envU-onmenfal documentation is 

necessary to k:eep the PROJECT in envirol)llental compliance, PARTNERS will amend 

this AGREEMENT to include conipletibn ofthose additional tasks~ 

86. Except as otherwise provided in the AGREEMENT, PARTNERS will execute a formal 

written amendment if there are any changes tQ OBUGATIONS. 

87~ When WORK per.formed Qn the PROJECT is d9ne under yontract and falls within ~he 

Labor Code section 1720(a)(1) definition: of "public w6rks" in.thaiit is construction, 

alteration, demolition, installation; or repair; or mainter;t@ce work under Labor Code 

section 1771, PARTNERS shall conform to the provisions of Labor Code sections 1720 
through 18151 and all applicable provisions ofCalifonliaCode ofRegulations found in 

Title 8~ Divisiord, Chapter 8, Subcfutpter 3, Articles 1-7. PARTNERS shall ip.clude 

prevailing wage requirements ill contracts for public work and.require contractors to 
include the same prevailing wage requirements in all subcontracts. Work perfonn:ed by a 

PAR'INER's OWI1 ernployeesis exempt from the LaborCoge's.Prevailing Wage 

requirements. 

88. IfWORK is paid for, in whole or part, ·with federal funds and is of the type of work subject 

to federal prevrulfug wage requirements, PARTNERS sb:a11 C()nformto the provisions of 

the Davis-Bacon and; Related Acts,. 40 U.S.C. § 276(a}. 

When applicable, PARTNERS shall include federal prevailing wage requirements. in c0ntrads 

for public work. 'NORK performed l:>y a PARTNER's elilployees is exempt from :federal 

prevailing wage requirements. 

89. PARTNERS agree to sign a CLOSURE STATEMENT fo tenrtinate this AGREEMENT. 

Howev¢r, all .inderonificatk>n, documentretention, av.dit, claim~, environmental 

commitment, legal challenge, maintenance and ownership artieies will remain in effect 

until terminated or modified in writing by mutual agreement or expire by the statute of 

li:tn:itations. 

90. PAR T:NERS intern:! this AGREEMEN'I.' tQ be their final ~xpression that supersedes any oral 

understanding or writitigs pertaining to the OBLIGATIONS. The requirements of this: 

AGREEMENT 'shall preside over any conflicting reqwrewents in any doGuments that are made 

an express partof this AGREEMENT~\ 
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AGREEMENT ~ This agreement, .including any attaclnnenfs, exhibits~ and ame.ndments. 

CAL1RANS ST;\NDARDS-CALTRANS policies and.procedures, including, but not limited to, 

the guidance provided in the Project Development J:>rocedw:es Manual (PDPM) andthe 
CAL TRANS Workplan Standards Guide for the Delivery of Capital Projects (WSG) [which 

contains the CALTRANS Work Breakdown Structure (WBS) and. was previously known as the 
WBS Guide] and is available at http://www.dot.ca.goy/hq/projmgmt/guidance.htm. 

. . ' ·~· 

CEQA (California Environmental Qualify Act)- The act (Califotniapj1blic Resources Code, 

sections 21090 et seq'.) that requires. state and local agencies to identify the significant 

environmental impacts of their actiqps ai,1d, to avoid or mitjga~e tllose significan.~ irnp~c:ts, if 
feasible: 

CFR (Code of Federal Regulations) - The general and. pertnanentrules published in the Federal 

:Register by the executive departJl1ents al:J.Q agencies ofthe federal government, 

CONSTRUCTION~ See PROJECT COMPONENT. 

CONSTRUCTION CAPJT AL.- See PROJECT COMPONENT. 

CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT~· See PROJECT COMPONENT~ 

CLOSURE STATEMENT-A docruµent signed by :PARTNERS that verifies the completiop,qf all 

OB:r:JGATlONS included fu this AGREEMENT and in all fill1e11dments to this AGREEMENT. 

FHW A - Federal Highway Adrnlnistratiori. 

FHWA STANDARDS - FHW A i:egulations, policies ~d procedures, including, bl!t not limited to, 
the gUidance provided at www.fhwa.dotgov/topics.htm. 

FUNDING PARTNER - AP ARTNER that commits funQ.s in this AGREEMENT to fulfill 

OBLIGATIONS. A FUNDIN<J PARTNER accepts the respcmsibility to pmvid,ethe funds it 
colililiits in this AGREEMENT. 

GAAP (Generally Accepted Accounting Principles}- Uniform mininmm st:mdarqs and guidelines 

for financial accounting and repo;rti+ig issued by the Federal Acco:untihg Standards Advisory 

Board that serve to achieve some level of standardization. See 
http :1 /vvww.fasab.gov/ atC:epted.htinl. 

HM-1 -,-- Hazardous·material (including, but not linuted to, hazardous waste) that may require 

removaJ and disposal pursuant to federal or state law whether it is disturbed by the PROJECT 

or not 
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BJVl:-2 -Hazardous material (including, but not limited to, hazardous waste) ihat may req_uire · 

remoyal and disposal pursuant to federal or state law only if disturbed by the PROJECT. 

HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES - Management activities related to either HM-1 ot HM-2 

including, without limitation, any necessary manifest requirements and disposal fa~ility 

design..ations, 

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY -The PARTNER responsible for managing the scope, cost, aiid 

schedule of a PROJECT COMPONENT to ensure the completion of that component. 

IQA (Independent Quality Assurance)- CALTRANS' efforts to ensure that another PARTNER's 

quality assurance activities are in accordance with the applicable standards. and the 

PROJECT' s Ql}ality Management Plan (QMP). When CALJRA'NS perform.s Irtdepender1t 

Quality Assurance it does not develop, produce? validate, ve:i;ify; re-check, or qualify coi;ltrol 

another PARTNER' s work products. 

OBLIGATIONS -All WORK responsibilities a:nd their associated costsc 

OBLIGATION COMPLETION - PARTNERS have fulfilkd ·all OBLIGATIONS includyd in this 

AGREEMENT and have signed a COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT CLOSURE 

STATEMENT. 

PARTNER'-,. Any mdividual $ignatory party to this AGREEMENT. 

PARTNERS - The term that conectively re;feren~es all of the signatory agencies to this 

AGREEMENT. This form only describes the relationship ~etwe~nthese agencies to work 

together to. achieve a mutually beneficial ~oaL lf iS 1tot used in the tt~ditionql legal sense in: 
which Orie PARTNER's mdividual actions legally bind the other :eARTNER. 
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PROJECT COMPONENT - A distinct poction of the planning a,nd project development pro:cess of:a 
capital project as outlined in Califomia.Qovernmeht Code,. section 14529(b}. 

• PID (Project Initiation Document) - The work required to ·deliver the project initiation 
document for the PROJECT in accordance with CALTRANS STANDARDS. 

• PA&:;ED (Project Approval and Environmental Document) - The worktequired to .deliver 
the project approval and environmental documentatfon for the PROJECT iri accqrdance 
with CALTRANS STANDARDS. 

• PS&E (Plans, Specifications, and Estimate)- The work reqQ.ired to deliver the plans, 
specifications, and estimate for the PROJECT in accordance with CAL TRANS 
STANDARDS. 

• R/W (Right of Way) -The project components for the purpose of acquidrtg real property· 
interests for the PROJECT in accordance with CAL TRANS STANDARDS. 

• RJW (RightofWay).SUPPORT-The work required to obtainallpropertyinterestsfor 
the PROJECT. 

•· RJW (Right of Way) CAPITAL- The fimds for acquisition of property rJghts. for th,e 
PROJECT. 

• CONSTRUCTION~ The project components. fox the purpose of completing t)1e 

construction ofthe PROJECT in accordance with CAL TRANS STANDARDS. 

• CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT- The workrequited for the administration; acceptanc.e, 
and final documentation of the. construction contract for the PROJECT~ 

• CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL- The furtdsfotthe construction contract. 

PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN - A gro\lp of docµme:pJs usec} to guide the J>ROJECT~ $ 

execution and control throughout that project's lifecy<;.le .. 

PS&E (Plans, Specifications, and Estimate):- See PROJECT COMPONENT 

QMP (Quality Management Plan)-An integral part of the PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN that, 
describes IMPLEMENTING AGENCY's quality policy and how it will be used. 

RJW (Right ofWay) CAPII AL- See PROJECT COMPONENT. 

RJW (Right of Way) SUPPORT- See PROJECT COMPONENT. 
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SBS (State Highway System)~ All highways, right-of-way; and related facilities acquired, laid out, 

constructed, improved; or maintained as a state highway pursuant to constitutional or 

legislative. auth01ization: 

SPONSOR -:Ahy PARTNER that accepts the. responsibility to establish scope of the PROJECT and 

the obligation to secure financial resources to fund th~ PROJECT COMPONENTS in ihis 

AGREEMENT. A SPONSORis responsible foradJustingthe PROJECT scope to match 
committed funds or securing additional funds to fi+.lly· fund the PROJECT COMPONENTS in 
this. AGREEMENT. If this AGREEMENT has mote than one SPONSOR, funding 

adjustments will be. made by percentage (as outfuied in Responsibilities). Scope adjustments 

must be cl¢veloped through the project devefo:pment process and must be approved by 
CAL TRANS as the· owner/operator ofthe SHS. 

WORK-All efforts to complete the OBLIGATIONS included in this AGREEMENT as described 

by tlie actiyities in the CAL I.RANS Workplan Standards Guidy: for the Delivery of Capital 

Projects (WSG),. 
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SIGNATURES 

PARTNERS are empowered by California Streets and Highways Code sections 1 l4 and l 3Q to enter· 

into this AGREEMEN! and have delegated to the undersigned the authority to execute this 
AGREEMENT on behalfofthe respective agencies and covenants to ha\ie followed all the necessary 

legal requirements to validly executt1 this AGREEMENT; · 

Signatories may execute this AGREEMENT tbroµgh individual signature· pages provided that each 

signature is an original. This AGREEMENT is notfillly executed until all origirial signatures are 
attached. 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENTOF TRAN8PORTATION 

Belena (Lenka) CuUk-Caro 
Deputy DjstdctDirector, Design 

Certified as to fundS: 

Jeffrey Armstrong 
District Budget Manager 

CITY AND COUNTY OF.SAN FRANCISCO 
])epartment of PublicWorks 

Mohammed Muru 
Director of Public Wor~ 

Attest: 

Joi+n Thomas 
Division Manager 

Approved as to fo:tin and prnceQ:ure: · 

John Malamut 
Deputy Cjty Attorney 

PACT Project Development Agreement 2015-03" 12 (Created 07/23/15) 19of19 



SAN FRANCiSGn 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Planning Commlssi<>n Motion 19105 

Hearing Dafe: 
!)ate:· 

Case No,: 
Project Address: 
Zoning: 
Block/Lot:. 

Project Sponsor; 

Staff Contact: 

' HEARfNG DATE: March 27, 2014 

March.27, 2014 

March 13, 20i4. 
2011.0558E 
Transit Effectiv.eness Project (TEP), Citywide 
Not applicable 

Not applicable. 

Sean Kennedy,. TEP Manager 

San Francisco ,Municipal Transportation Agency (the SFMTA) 

OneSouth V~Ness Avenuer 7t\i Floor 

San Francisco; CA 94103 

Debra Dwyer - (4l5) 575-9031 

Debra.Dwyer@sfgov.org: 

ADOPTING FiNDINGS RELATED TO THE CERTIFICATION OF A FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
FbR:THE TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PRdJECTAND .SERVlCE POLICY FRAMEWORK. 

MOVED4 that the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") hereby CERTIFIES the 

Final Environmental Impact Report identified as Case No. 2011.0558E~ the Transit Effectiveness Project, a 

citywide transitinfrastructure.projed (hereinafter "Projed')1 based upon the following findinps: 

1. The City and County of San Francisco-: actin~ through the Plannine; Department (hereinafter 

"Department'') fulfilled all procedural requirements of the California.Environmental Quality Ad 
(Cal. Pub. Res. Cod~ Sectio~21000 et seq., hereinafter "CEQA");. the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. 
.Admin. Code Title 14, Sedion 15000 et se~., (hereinafter '1CEQA Guidelines") and Chapter 31 of the 

San Francisco, Administrative Code (hereinafter "Cfo~pter 31"Jr 

A. The I)eparbne.nt detenni11ed thatan Enyirorunerttal Impact Report (hereinafter "EIR~') was 

required and, prqvided publk .notice of that determination by publication in a, newspaper. of 

ge11eral circµJation: ort November 9, 2.0lL · 

S, On July 10; Z013, lite DepartmefltpubJi~hed the Qraft Enyiron:mental Impact Report (here1~after 

"DEIR'r) and provided publk n()tice in a 11.ewspiiper of general drcula,tion of the aVailabilify of the 
DEIR for public review arjd comrne11t ;n1d of the date and tiin.e of the Pl;:inning Commission pub Ii¢ 

hearing Oil the OE.W; this .r10tice was mailed to. the Depattf):lei}t's list of pets()ns requesting such 

notice and to people tl;iatccimmented on the.Initial Study, publishedJanuqry 23, 2013. 

C. Notices of availability of the DEIR and of the date and time of the public hearing were posted at 

the San Francisco County Clerks Office, on transit vehicles! and on the Planning Department's 

Www sfplanning_org 

1650 Mission St 
Sutte400 
San Francisco, 
CA 941 oa~.2479 

J1etepliof): 
415.558.~78 

fi!X: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
lnlonnaiiol!: 
415.558.6377 



Motion No. 19105 
Hearfog Date: March 27,2014 

CASE NO. 2011.055BE 
Transit Effectiveness Project 

web site by Department staffon July 10, 2013. In Cidcl.itionj. copies t:Jf the.NOA were provided to all 
public librari¢s within San Francisco; 

D. On July 10,2013~ copies of the DEIR were mailed ol: otheriVIBe delivered, to a list of persons 

requesting it, to those noted on the distribution list in the DEIR; and to govenunent agencies, the 
latter both dfrectly and. through the State Oearinghouse. . . 

. E. Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the State Clearinghouse 

on July 10, 2013. 

2. The Commission held a duly advertised·publkhearing onsaid.DEIRonAugust 15,2013 at which 

opportunity for public. comment was given, and public comnient was receiYed on the DEIR. The · 
period for acceptance of written comments.ended on September 17, 2013. 

3. The Deparlinent prepared responses to cmriments on environmental issues received at the p:Ublic 

hearing and in writing during the 67-day public review period for the OEIR,. prepared revisions to 
the text of the DIDR in response to conunerits received or based on additionaliri.formation ·that 

became available during the public review period, and-corrected errors in the DEIR. This.material 

was preserited in a Responses to Comroents<locumerit,. pub}iShe\'.I. on M<tfrh 13,2014, distr:ibµted. to 
the. Commissionand ali parties who commented. on the DE:IR, and made available to others upon 

request at the Department 

it A Final Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter "FElR") has been prepared by the Department, 

consisting of the DEIR, any consultations and comment!> z:eceive~f during the review process, any 
additionalinfonnation that became-available, the Responses to Comments doci.iment,and any Errata 

to the FEIR, all as requir~ by law. 

5~ Project EIR files have been made available for .review by the.Cotnmissfon and the publk. These files 

are available for public review at the Department at 16S0 Miss.~~m.Street, Suite400., and are part of thG 

.record before the Corpmission. 

6. On March 27; 2014, the Commission reviewed, and considered the FEIR and hereby does find tha.tthe 

contents of said report and the procedures through. which the :FEIR was prl?pal;ed, pµblicized, and 

reviewed comply with the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA G\iideiines, and Chapter 31 -0f the San 

Franc;isco .Adntlnistra.tive Code. 

7, The Planning Commission hereby does fm<f that the EEIR coJl.cehi.ing.File No, 201 L055SE reflects the 

independent judgment and analysis of :th<! City and Coµ11ty of San Francisco, is adequate, accurate 

and objective, and that the Responses to Comtr:tentS;doculli.ef\t cont~irl.s no significant r~visions to the 
DEIR, and hereby does CERTIFY THECOMPLETIQN of said ;FEIR in cm:nplfance with CEQA m\d the 

CEQA Guidelines. 

8. The Commission, in certifying the completion of said FEIR, hereby d9es find that the project 
d.escribed in the EIR: 

A. will have the following unavoidable significant project-sped fie effects on the environment 
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-~~---'-,..--~~· ·-···· •·"--··---c-~~-~~--:------,-,-,,--~-,.,.-._.,-~---',-~--~-~~-~~-~--~--~~---
p'rograin Levfl Components 

Service Policy Framework: ObjedivesAand C 

• Impact 1R-3: Impleroenl:afion of the Policy Framework Objective A; Action A.3~ and 
Qbjt>Ctive C~ Actions ¢._3 fhiqugh, C5 inay resµ1t ~n significant traffic impacts; 

• Impact TR,-~: Implementation of the ,Policy I'.r;unework ObjectiveAi AcfiortA,3 and 
Objective C, Actions C3 through C.S may result in signifkantloading imv.acts; 

TPS Toolkit Categories and 'Program level TTRPs: 

• Impad TR-8: 1mplemeJ1l:ation of tl).e following TPS Toolkit eategories: La,ne Modificatibns 
and Pedestrian Impr.ovements may result in significant traffic impacts; 

•• Impact TR-IQ: Xmpleme,nl:<ltion of the following TPS Toolklt categories: Transit Stop 
<::'.hanges, Lane fyi:od,ifkaticms, Parking a.nd Turn ResfrictiOJ;is; and Pedestri<i..n 
Improvemerits, may resultin significant load)rig iinpact;S; 

• Impact TR:-14! Implementation of l'.PS Tocjlldt elements withµl the following categories: 
Lane Modifications and Pedestrian Improvements, alo;ng th~'p:rogr'am-Ievel TIRP coqidors 
may result insignificant traffic ii'.npacts; . 

Affected lritersections b.y program-level 1TRP c9rrjdol,' 

o TIRP.1, .at the intersegions ·of: California/ Atguello and Califpmia/Park Presidio, 

Califprn.ia/Cherry, California/Lofust{ Californi(1/Presidio; andCalifomi~/Divisadero 

TIRP.22_2; at the intersection of: Fillmpre/Lorribard. 0 

0 1TRP.K, at .the ll;ltersedions of: Ocean/Junipero Serra, Ocean/Geneva/Phelan, bceah/LeeF 
' . 

. OceaniMiramar( (kean/B:righton 

Impact Tll46: Implementation of the following TPS Toolkit ~?.tego.ti~s: Transit S~Qp 
Changes, Lane Modifications, Parking an:d Turn ~¢strictioris, arid. Pedestrian 
Improvements, along the prosram:-level TrR:P cotiidors may result in sigT1jflcant lmtdinz 
irnpacts; 

Project Level Components: 

TIRP-14 ModeI:ateAltew.aJive Variant1 

• Impact TR-48: l:qipfeni.¢rttati'onof projeet~level TIRP.14 Moderate Alternative Variant 1 
would' result in a. reduction in on-street commerci~l foaciing supply on Mission Street such 
lhat the· existing loading.demand dilling the peakhour ofloading activities could not be 
accommodated within bit-street loading supply and may create a potentially li.azardous, 
condiHon or signiflcantc:J.elay that.may affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or pedesh-lans; 

ITRP.14 Moderate Alternative Variant 2 

,. Impact TR-49: Implementation of project-level ITRE14 Moderate Alternative Variant 2 
would result in a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply on lvlission Street such 
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tha:t the exisHngJoading demand during the peak hour-of loadfug activities could not be 
acCQm,rnodated,wifhin (;n-:street loading supply and maycret:tte a potentiaily hazardous 
c;on9.iJfon of .S:ignificant delay !;hat may !iffop: traffic, transit',. P.l.cydes~ or pedestrians; 

TIRP.14 Expandec;f Alternative 

• Impact ',[R·24: Implementation of the project.,.fovei tr:RP.14 Expanded.A1ternative would 
r~lt fu. a.significant tt;tiflc:J:rp.p;ict at the h:i.t~f!~ct..ioi'.l of ~ancJ.all Stteet/S;mJose Avenue 
thaf wouli;l operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service 
Improvements and the JTRP..14 Expanded.Aite.rnative-conditions;, 

• IµipacttR,-so; iw.pl~~nJi\ltion of project-level TIJ.¢1,4 ~xpat)ded.Alte~atlve wou,ld,,result 
i11 a rec;{uciion iii on-$treet commercial .loading supply on Mission Street such that the 
existingJoadii)g-demand during the peak hour of loading activities coiild not be 
acq:irrn:ht>ciatecf wif.hi.n on~stteetfoading supply cµ-1d may ct.eatea potentla!ly Jiaiardous 
condition or significant delay that may affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or pedestrians; 

TIRR22:,_1 Expanded Alternative 

• bl,t~ad.TR-2(j: ilpplementation o( the pr:oject-levd TIRP.22_1 ExpandeqAlternative woµld 
result ina significant traffic hnpact at the intersection of 16th/Bryant streets that would 
operate at LOS E or. LOS F ronditi.ons unde.tlMsting plus S¢i:vite Impro.Vemeri.fs and the 
~.21_tE~!!Ilde4Alterjla,tive ccm?iti;ohs; 

• lmpact TR-27: Implementation of the proj,ect-level TI'.RP.22~1 Expanded Alternative would 
resiilt in a significant tr;;tffic ir;npact.at the intersectj.on of 16th Street/Potrero Ayenue t.h.at 
w9uid operate'ilt LO$ ~· ot LOS F conditions un._df;?t foqsJiflg pitis Service 11'.i:l.provements 
and the JTRP.22~.J Expanded Alternative conditions; 

• Impact TR-28~ Implementation of the projecf;J.evel iTRf .22~1 Expanded Alterna.tiv:e wol!ld 
result ina signifiC:cmt ti:affk m;pact at ~e Intersection of16th/Seventh str~ets that woulci 
operat¢. at LOS. E or Los·F condHions·unde;: Existing plus Service Improvements and. the 
ITRP.22:_,1 Exp<'inded A1terruitive conditions; · · 

'TJJ{P.22~ . .J. E-xp1mded A.l.ternative \tadan.t i 

• linpactTR-30: Implern.entation of the :projecl.:.Ievel TI'RP.22_1 Expanded Alternative 
Variant 1 would resultfu a significant traffic impact af the inter~ction of 15th/Bryant 
streets that-would 9petate at LOS E or COS F C;onditiQns tinder; ExisJ:i,ng plus $e:r:vice 
Improvement;; ~lid. the :ITRP.22:_1 Expanded4Hemativ(l. Va_riant 1 conditfons; 

• ImpadTR.,.31~ Implementation of th~ project-level TI'RP.22_1 Expanded Alternative 
Variant 1 would result in a significant traffk impact at the intersection of f6th 
StreetfJ='otreroAvettue that would opera,te at LOS E or LOS f'conditions under Existing 
plus Ser.vice Improvements and the 1TRP.22_J Expanded Alternative Variant 1 conditions; 

., Impact TR-32: Implementation ofthe project-level TTRP.22_1 Expru\d~ Aiternative 
Variant 1 would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of lqth/Seventh 
streets that Would operate at LOSE or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service 
Improvements and the TIRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative conditions; 
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· TrRP:i2_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 

• Iinpa(i tB,-34; I:mplem~fation of the project:..Jeyel ·rtRf.22_1 Expanded Alternativ~ 
Variant Z woulci result in a, srgn:tficant tt:affic ig:lpact atl:l:le irtt~r$.ectio11 of 16th/Bryant 
streets that would operate atLOSEor LOS Fconditions under Existing ph.Is Service 
ImprQv.(!ments and the TTEJ?.22.j: Exp<IDdedAitemative Variant2 conditions; 

•· Impact T~.35i Irnplemeritatioh oftll.~ project-level TI,RP.21_1 E;x:pandedAlternatlve 
Variant 2.would reslilt in a significan~traffic impact at tfie-intersection of 16th 
Sti:e¢t/Poti'.eroAyentie that wouid operate· at LOS E,or LOS F: conditions under Existing 
p~i.ts Service bnprqv¢¥t¢nts aI1d, tlie TigP;22~l ¥:xpai1ded Ahe:rnati"ve V;irfa:rit ;2: cqnditlons; 

• Impact TR-36: Implementation of the project-level TIRE22_J Expanded Alternative 
Variant 2 woulc{ r~sult in a significant traffic impact at the interseetion of 16!/t/Sevenlh 
stre~ts that woulc:l op~r!ite at t,QS E or tbS F condil:i;QnS. tirider Rlcis:ting_plus Ser.vice 
Improvements andthe TIRP.22_1 EXpanded A1tern!ltive Variant 2. conditions; 

ITRP.30.,.J Moderate Alterm1tive 

• •n\pa,ct:TR-'51: Implernentati9i) ofptoject-Ievel TIRP}O_J Mod~rate AJ.te'rniitive would 
resulfin: a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply on Stockton Street such that 
the existing lo~ding demand during.the peak hour of loa~ing ac.tivities could .not be 

qc<:ommod<;lt~d wjthih O!l-street loadfhg:stipply and may creat~ a p9teJit!<llly haz<!rcious 
condition or sigriificant delay that may affect traffic, transit bicycles, or pedestrians; 

nxP.~0_1 ExpaneledAlternative 

• ImpactT,ll:-gs; Impfement~ti<;>_n of the projecHevelITRP.30_1 F'.JCF?nd.ec,i ,i\ltemative wt>iilq 
result in a significanHraffic impact at the intersection of Columbus Avenue/Green 
Street/Stockton Street that would ORerate at tos E condiUons under Existirig plus Service 
J.mpr<;rv~Jrt.¢1Jts aIJd tJ:w TfI{p:30_1 E?>.pande4 Alt¢t1J.<\:tive cortditfons; 

• Impact TR-52': Implementation of ptoject~IevelTIRP.30_1 E)cpanded Alternative woi.tld. 
result fu a i;eduction in on-street commercial lciadirig supply on Stockton Street su.ch that 
the e(<isting loa#ing dema,nd during the pea~ hou( offoadl'ng actiVit!es. co4ld nC>tbt} 
accommodated within on~stteet loading supply and may create a potentially hazardoµi; 
co:ndiUon or signifa:ant .delay th!it may .affect traffic, trnnsH, l;Jicydes, or pedestrians; 

o; ImpactTR-40: Implementation of thf:! project:-1evel TTRP.30:,J Exeanded Alternative 
Variant 1 would resuit in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of Columbus 
Ayenue/Gree~ Stree.t/Stockton Street that would ope.rate.a~ LOSE conditi{)ns µnder 
Existing plus .$e~yic~ Improvement~ and the 'fTRP.30_1 Expanded AltemaJive V\lfi~t:l 
conditions; 

"' lmpact TR-53: Implementation of project-fevel 1TRP.30_1 Expartdec:l Alternative. Variant 1 
would result in a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply on Stockton: Street such 
that the existing loading demand during the peak hour of loading activities could not be 
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aecmnmodated Wltli.ii'\ on-streetJoaciing supply and may cyeafe a potentially haz1:1rgo1,1s 
condition pr significant delay that may affec;t traffic, 'transit, bicycles, o.t pedestriansj 

TIRE3o:..J E'xpanded Alfer:nat!ve Variant2 

• Impact TR-:42: Implementation of the project•level:'CTRP.30::_1 EXf'and.~ Alternative 
Vatla,nt .z would.reSW.t iri a_ s1gnifkant traffic impact .at the intersection of Columb:Q.s 
Avenue/Green Si:Ieef/Sfockton Street that would operate al: LOSE cz()ndition.S under 
Existing plus Service Improvements and theTIRP.30.,...l Expanded Aitei:native Vapant 2 
con9itioris; 

• Impact: 'f:R:.,54: JmplE!inentatfon of project-level TIRP.:30~1 Expanded Alternative. Varfarit 1 
would resuit'in a reduction in on-street. commercial ioading supply on Stockton Street such. 
thCitthe existing l0;;1ding demand dµrlng the peak hour·of foadirig activftie.s. ~9uld not J:ie 
accommodated within on-street loa:dingsupplyand rna:y·create a potenti?ily hai<µ>dous 
condition or:sigriificant deiay that.may affeetµaffi~ fransit;: bicycles, or pedestrians; and 

B, will have ~e following_sig:niffoant c~muJative effecfu qri fl1.e enYitonm'ent 

• Impact C-Tit-1: The Service Policy Framework and Service frnptovement'S or Seririce 
Vatiants, in combination with past, pi:esent and reasonably for~eeable development in San 
Fraiici$co, wotlld contribute consiqerably to a signifkant c'U_tiu.ilative jrnpal::t ont:ransit, 
resulting in anexceedance of Muni's capacity utilization standard on. the Mission corridor 
wi°thiri fue Southeast screenlme of the Oownfown screenl:ines undCJ:: 2035 Cumulati.ve plus 
5etVice Irnprove~ents ~ml y conditt9n:s;· 

• Impact C-TR'-2: The Service Policy Framework1 TPS Toolkit elements· as applied in th~ 
program-le.ve1 TIRP corridors, and the Service. lmprov.ements with the TJiU> Moderate 
AJfoi:native, m compinatipit With.:past, }Jres¢nt and 'tMSonably fote5eeab}e development in. 
San Francisco~ would contribufeconsiderabiy·tb significant cumulativeimpacts ontrarisit, 
resulting in ex:ceedances of Muni;s capacity utili,zation standard on the FUiton/Hayes 
co;rridor witl:i.in the Nor.thwest soreenline ;;tT.i.q on, the Mis$1o.n coiride>r within the S(>utheast 
screenline .of the Downtown scrE!enlines under 2035 'cumulative plus Service 
ImproV.~ments and, the trRP ModerateAlternative conditions; 

• Impact C:-TR-3: The Service Polfoy ,:F;ramewprk, th~ TPS Toolkit elements as applied 1n the 
pra'gram-level TTRP corridors; and the Service 1mprovements with theITRP EXp!lllded 
Alternative, in eombination wt th past, present and .reasonably foreseeable developr.nent in 
Sim :Prauciseo, would conti.ipute considerably tO significant cumulative impact~ c:iri. transit, 
resulting in exceedances of Muni's capacity utilization standard 0n the :Fulton/Hayes' 
c:oi:ridor within the Northwestscreenline and on: the Mission corridor within the Southeast 
scr~nline of the Downtown screenlines U,rlder2035 Cumulative conditions plus Ser'Vice 
Improvement~ \ind the TIRP 'Expanded Alternative conditions; 

• Iinpacf C-TR-7: Imple1Ilenfation of the Servke Policy Framework Objective A, Action A.3 
and Objective C, Acti~ns C.3 through C.5 and TPS Toolkit categories: Lane Modificat1cins 
and Pedestrian Improvement~ as applied in program-level TIRP corridors; in combination 
with past, present and reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco, would result 
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-··----;~rimlat1ve trafficimpac_tS. (it intersections along_ th~ corticlQr~ ).inder 203.5 Cup:i_ulative 

plus $ervi~e Improvements and the TfRP Mo:detate Altem!l!ive c9nditi,;)D.s; 

• Impact C-TR-9: Implementation of th~Service P(?licy Framework ObjectiveA, Action A.3 
and Objective C~ .Act~ons <:;.3 through C . .s and TI$ Toolkit categories~ i.an!!Mbdifications, 
and Pedestri~hnprovements £15 appliec;i in pto&tam-level TIRP corridors W<?.uld t~s\i1tiii 
cumulatrvetraffic impacts at intersections along the corridors under 2035 Cumulative plus 
Service Iinprovements am:l theTIRP EXpanded Aftetna:dv¢conP,1tio'ns; · 

it lmp;i.ct C.,.1ll-43: Iinplem:en\atiqn of the:Pqllcy Framew()rk Objective A, Adion _A_.3 and 
Objective C, Actions C.3 throughC.5,_ and TPS ToolkitGttegories: Transit Stop Changes, 
Lane Modific~tions, Parking and T1,1rn Restric;tto:i:is, a:nrl; fedestri.a:rl Improvem~fs as 
applied to t:h,e t>tbgram:-level 'I1J{P c<;>n,:~·t:i()rsih ,cqmbination with past, pteserit md 
reasonably foreseeable development ill San Francisco,, would resultin rumulativ.e loading 
impacts; 

"' Impact C-T&49; 1mplementaticm 9nhe Setvfce:Policy Framework Obj~ttiveA,-A_ction A,3 
and Objective C, Actions C,3; C.4 and C.5, and the TPS Toolkit categories: Lane 
Modifications, Parl<ing and T-urn Restr.ktions, ang Pedestr~@:lnipr9vements as applied in 
p,ro~-level T1RP corri4ors, in combination wit:h past, present and r¢as-c:m:a~ly 
foreseeable development in San Francisco~ may result.in siW.Uficant cumufative parking 
irn.pac_ts; 

TTRP.J Expanded Alternative 

• fin.pad C-TR-13: Implementation of the ,2035 Cumulative phis Service Improv'ei:nfults 'and 
the TI'RP.l Expanded.Aite;rnative woulc:{ contribute. constderably to·µimul~tive ti;a.ffic. 
impacts at the fritersettlon ~f Market/Church/14th str~~ durin~ the· p.m. pe.W<. ft()l,ll.';. 

'1TRP.5 Expanded Alternative 

• Impact C-TR-J.4:. J.mplementation of the 2035 Cuinul~tl.ve plu~ Service lmprovemerits and 
the TTRP.5 Expanded Altern<\tive ¥!o~ld :tesulqn cliJnul;:itive traffic impacts at the 
mtersedfoi:i of Fulton Street/Masonic Avenue during thep:m. peak hour; 

TIRP.BX Expanded Alternative 

• lnipact C-'fl{.,i5!: Implerne!ltatioil, of tM ::W'.?5, ~µni.ulatjye plu~,.$¢ryice J}:nprqverrii'?ilt1rand 
tl_le TIRP:sx Expanded Alternative wouki result in.cumulative traffic impacts at th¢ 
intersecj:ion of Geneva Avenue/Carfer Street during the p.m. peak hour; 

• Impact C~Tlt-16: Implementatfon of the 20q5 Cumulative phisServi(:e IinptQv~m~nts and 
the TIRP.8X Expaf\ded:Alterqative woul('.f result in c:Umulative traffic _imp;:icts at. the 
intersection of Geneva Avenue/Moscow Street during the p.m. peak hour; 

T:tRP.14. Variant i Moderate Ai terilativ_e 

Impact C-TR-44: Implementation of the project-level TIRP ModerateAlternativeincluding 
the TIRP.14 Variant1; TIRP.14 Variant 2" and 'ITRP.30_1 in combination with past, present 
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and otlier reasonably fore,5eeable cievefopment in Sa:i;t Francisc:o, woulA r~µlt in: 
'Cumulative loadin~ inipad~i 

• linpact C-TR:-52: Implementation of the project~level 'ITRP Moderate-.A,lt¢rnative for the 
"ITRP.14VclJ:iant' l or tlie TfRP.14 Vanant 2,irl, combinatio.n with past, present and. 
reasonably .foreseeable development in-San Francisco, would result in significant 
cumulative p(irking impacts; · ·· · · ·· 

TIR;P.J 4 Variant 2 Moder~te Alt¢rnative 

• Impact C-1'R-44: Implementation of the project·levei TIRP Moderate Altemat.iv.e.1m:'.luding 
the· JTRR14 Vaz;iant 1, 'lTRP.14 Viu:iant 2, and TTRP..30.:...l in ~ombiftati'on. With past; pr~eri:t 
and other reasonably for~seeable dev~lopment in San Francisco, would result in 
cumulative ioading impacts; 

•• lmp;ict C-':1;'~52: Impl!!mentati9n of the prQje~Hevel.TI'J,W Modera:teAlteµta,tiye for the 
TfRP.14V;iriant1 or theTIRP.14 Variant 2, irt cqrnbination with past, present and 
reasonably foreseeable development in San FranciSc:o> wou1d result in signlfitant 
cumtilafj:ve parking imp<icts; 

TIRP.14 Expru:tdedAlternativ~ 

• impact C•U{-17: Implementation ofthe'.'2035' Ci.nnulative. plw; SerV:ice lmproveinents a.nd 
the TIRl?.14 Expanded. .,Ntemative yv91lld resul.t fo projec~ an:q cumulative traffic imp<1.cts at 
the intersection of Rand<dl Street/San Jose Avenue durin~ the;a.m. peak hour~ 

• lmpci.ct C-TR-lS: Tmpl~entation of the 2035 Cumuiative plus Servke improvements and 
the 'J}RR14 Expanded A).teroative·wot,tlci result iil cU.mtdative traffic illlpac:ts at the 
intersection of Mission/Fifth streets during the a.m. peak hour; 

• Impact 6TR,.19~ Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Impl'.ovemei:tts and 
the TTR.P,J4 Expanded A.ltem;:itive wouldxesu}t in cum\ilative iinpac~ at the intet~ettion of 
Mission/16th streets during the p.nt. peak hour; 

• Ihlpact C-TR-45: lmpfomentationof the project-level TTRP Expanded Aifernati~e 
including the TIRP.t4, ITRP.30,J:; TTRP.30.:...1 Variant l; ;irtd Tf.Rp,30~1Vai:hmt1., in 
combination: with past; present artdreas(}nablyfpreseeahle'developmeht in San Francisco, 
wouldresultin projectandcumulative loading impacts; . 

TIRP.22.,.J Expa:ndedAltemative 

• Impact C ·TR-20: ImpJementatiqn~ of the 2035 Cuµtulative plus Service Iinprovements and 
TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative. would result in project and cumulative traffic impacts at 
the intersection ofJ61h/Bryant streets during the p.m. peak hour; 

• impact C-TR-23; Jinplernentat;ion 9£ the 2035 Cumul~nye plus Servic:e Improvements and 
tl}e TIRP.22~1 Expanded Alternative woukl tesult jn project and cumulative traffic impads 
at the intersection of 16<hff'otrero streets during the p.m. peak hour; · 
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-. -. -. -~-~~-'---~~.~ "-·-I~pact C-TR-26: Imp1emeritation of the 2035 Ci.im,;_Jativeplus S~r:Vice Improvements and 
the TrRP.22_1 fu.cpanded A.ltemati\te :wi;ruld ·rei:.11lt in Qimµlative traffic tmp):lcts at the; 
intersection of 16th/OWet1$ sJr~\;!1:$ dµring the p.m. peal< hour; 

• fnipact .C-TR.-.29~ T:mplemei::ltation of the2035 Cumufative plus Service Iinprovenents plus 
the TI'RP.22_1 Expanded Alternative would result jn cm:nufa.tiv:e traffiC: impacts .at the 
intersection of 161hj1:1ourth cStreets during the fi,rn. and p.rn. peak hours; 

• Impact C-TR..:32: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and 
~he ITRP.22_1 ExpandedAlt~rnative would result i(lp;rpject and 01mulative tr~ffich:npacts 
at the intersection of l6lh/qeventh streets during the a.Jll.. and p.r,n. pe;lkhours; 

• · Im.pact C..:.TR-54: Implelii.enfatton -0£ the projecHevet ITRP Expanded Alternative for the 

TIRP.22-"'-1, T.tRI?.:22_1 Va.ti.ant 1; or T'TRP.22_1 Varian.t 2, in combinatiori with past, present 
and reaso~~bly foresee~~le develop111ent in San Francisco, would result ln: ~igr#icant 
cu.mulal:ive parkingimpai::lsj 

ITRP.22 .. J Expanded Altei:native Vari;mt 1 

• Impact C-TJ1-:t1.:. Jwple¢~tation 9£ the 2-03s Cumufativeplus Service 4nprov~m~fi~ an9. 
the TIRP.22_1 Expanded Alter:ii.~tiveVariant 1 would result in project and traffic 
cumulative impacts at. the intersection of i61h/Bryant str~ets during the p.m .. pe;:ik,hoµr; 

• Impact C-TR-24: Implementation of th(;!2035 0.Imlllathte phi.s Sefyke Iinprov¢men~ and 
the TIRP.22_1 Expand!'!d Alternative Vatianfl would result in project and cumulative 
trafnc impact:S;at the ~ters¢ctit:rri of1£~1htpob;er.o str~s.during the p.m. peak hpur; 

• Impact C-TR-27: Implcmenta~on of .the io3s Qumulatiye plus Serv:iee Jmproven;ients arid. 
tl:te TIRP.22_1 Expal)deci Altein,ativeVatiant 1 would resultin cumulativefoi:ffic impacts at 
the intersection of 161h/Owens streets during the p.m. peak hour; 

• Itrl.pact C-TR-~O; !mplemenfatl.on of ·the 2035 Cilmufative phis·Se1:vkeJmprovem~ri~ and 
theTIRP.22_1 Expanded Alterp.ative Vari~t 1 wou~d resuJ.t in cumulative .traffic impacts .l:!.t 
the iiitE!l'Section of 16lh/Fomth streets during the a..a:i.. arid p.m. peakhours; 

• lnipact <:> TR-33! Implerri.e;i:nl.tipn of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Impi;oyements mi4 
the ~.22_J ExpandedAiternativeVadatitl would result in.projectanda.iJ.I'iulative 
traffic impacts:at the intersection of 16th/Seventh streets during the a.m. and p.m. peak 
hours; 

·• lmpact.C-TR-54: Iinplemenhitlon offheproject-lev.el TI.RP Expancl.ed Alternative fodhe· 
ITRP22_1, TIRP22_1. Variari.t l, or TIRP.22_1 Variant 2,. in combination with past, present 
and reasonably forei;eeable dev:elopment in San Francisco, would result in significant 
ctirnulative parking impacts; 

TIRP.22_1 Expanded Altema:tive Varlant2 

" Impact C-TR·22: Implementatfon of the ibSS Ctimulative plus Service Improvements and 
the TTI(p.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 viould r.esult iri project and cumula,tive 
traffic impacts at the intersec:fion of 161h{Bryant streets during thep.m. peak h.our; 
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• ID\pad C-TR-25: ImpletneI1tation of the 2.035 Cumulativ¢ plus Set.vice I;mpro\1¢1ilents ancf 
the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant2 would resulfln project and cumulative 
ti'affi(: impacts at the intersection of 16tlifPotrero streets.during ihe p;m. peak how:; 

• 1lnp~u,:t C!•'m-28: Imple:qtentation of'th¢ 2.03?. Cumµ~atfve pltis Service .Impr(lvell:i~ts and 
•the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant2 would result 41 cumulatiye traffic itnpatj:s at 
·.the intersection Qf 1Qi;h/Owens streets during the p.m. peakbour; ·. 

••' Impact C"."TR-31: I;mplementatl~:m of the 2.035 Cµnmlative plu~ Servi~elmprovements and 
the 1TRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Varhmt 2 would result. in cumulative traffk i~pa~ at 
the inte.tseetioll of 16ih/Fourth streets durirtg the a.m~ and pm~ peaj< hours; · · · 

•. Impact C-TR•34; Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Servke Iinprovements and 
the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 w.ould result in project and cumulative 
traffic impads at the intersection of 16th/Seventh streets duiingthe a.m. and p.rn. peak 
hours; . . 

.• Impact C. TR-54: Implementatiort of the profecf-level ITRP Expanded Alternative for the: 
'ITRP.22_li TI'RP.22~1 Variant 1, or ITRP22_1Variant2, in combination with past, present 
and reasom1bly foreseeable development in San Francisco, would :r:esult in signifkant 
cumulative parking impacts; 

TI'RP,;30 _1 1:{oderate Alternative, 

• Impact (:.:.TRM:. Implew.entation of the prO.ject-levelTJ]{f' Mocierate . .A,ltetrtativ~ indµciing 
the TIRP.14Variant1, TTRP.14 Variant 2, and TfRP.30_1 in combination with past; present 
and other reasonably foreseeable deveiopment in San Frandsco; would resll;ltin 
cuinulative loading 'fmpactS; 

TIRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative 

• fut.pact C-TR~35: Implementation·of the,2035 Cumulattve plusServiceXmprovements and 
the TI:'R.P.30~1 EXpi;tricie_c;l Alterna,tlvewould re$ultin project at1d Cµquj]ativetr~f{ic impacts 
at .the intersection ofColumbus Avenµe/Green Sfreet/Stockfon Street; 

• Impact C-TR-45: hnplementation 0£ the project-level 1TRP ExpandeclAlternative 
including the TIRP.14, TIRP.30,,J, TIEP.30~i Variant 11 and TfRP.30.,JVariant2, in 
combination with past, present and reasonably fore?eeable development in San Francisco, 
would result in project and cumulative loading impacts; . 

TIRP.30~1 Expanded AI ternative Varia,nt l 

" Impact<>TR-36: Implem1mtatlc>n qf the2035 C(l.nwlatj:ve phis Sery~c~Improvementr; ;lnd 
the ITRR30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1 wo:ul<:l result inproJect and cumulative . 
traffic jmpa:cts atthe intersection of Columbus Avenue/Green Street/Stockton Street;, and 

• Impact ¢-TR4Si ImplemenWion of theprbject.-level TIRP Expanded Alternative 
including the TIRP.14, TIRP.30_1, JTRP:30_1 Va:i:iant 1,. and TIRP.30_1 Variant 2, in 
combination with past, present and. reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco; 
would result in project: and mmulative loading impacts; and 
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ITRl?.30_1 EXp<lO.qed Aitemative Variant 2 

·" !~pact C-TR-:-371 Impiem.~tation of:i:he 2035 Cµmul~tiye plus Serv-i<:;e lmproveipents anp 
theTIRP.3D_1 Exp.anded Alternative Variant 2 would result.in.project and cumulative 
trafticiinpads atjh~ intersettiori 9f Columbus Aven:tie/Green.S~eet/StoclctonS.treet; and 

• Impacf C-TR-45: lrrtplementation: of.th~ project~level TIRPExpanded Alterna(ive 
iriclll!iing the TI'RP.14, ITRP.30_11 TTRP.30_1 Variant 1, and 'IT.RP.30.J Variant 2, in 
combination with past, pt¢sent ai;id i:easonably foreseea,ble 4eye)opment in $<UJ.Francisco, ' 
would resuJt inprojec.t aJJd Cl1mµlative fo9ding irnp1).ct~; 

I hei'eby cerUfy that the f9r~go]rtg Motion was ADQ?fEO. by the Plannjng Co;Iil.i;n.ission at it~ regular 

meeting of Mar41. 27, 2014. . . . . . ("'., .. " . ·. . ·~ \ ~- \ . 

- "-fav-~ .. ~ 
Jonasfonin 
Comrtrissi on Secretary 

A YES; Wu, Fong, Hiilis~ Borden; Sugaya, and Moore 

NOES: Antonini 

ABSENT: Nqne. 

ADOPTED: March 27~ 2014 
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· · · . SANFRANCISCO. ./ ' . 

'J. · MuNICiP AL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY 
. ... ··.• .;. BO~OFDIRECIORS· )-: . 

~.. j ·:~.: ~.~ . . .. 1 '". • •• 

· ·, " 'tEsoiuriOif:No;l+o41 .. : 
· .. /' 

·'. . . . ·~ .. 

. WHEREAS, The. S.U:ategic Pl.an r_~quires tl:i,aJ tlie SF.WA, in ffi~ ~n.text of the "'.f~i.t 
,_ F.4'st" policy;1rn.~e '.transit ~d Qth(frnoni?ersoµ~.U vehicfo-orl¢Ii1t;d fumSportatiorimod~ the 

preferr~ nie~ qf travel;,·anch: • · : : , . · · · , , . · · ~ · 
. t-: . _;.. I ;~ :, ~- ' ~:. ' ·, • A· ... 

. . . WHEREAS, ·'fhe Trartsit Effectiveness Project (TEP} is a major SF.MTAihitiativ~fto, 
. improve Muni and help meet the Strate~iC Plan's mode shift goais; and . ' ' ·. ' . . 

. . 

·. WJmREASi T:P,e:~oal~ ofthe;'J;EP lire toftnpfove Jyfwiitr~vel spee~ :reliabilityai:td 
~efety, m,~e Mlml a:~qre ~t;tractive tr.~i)qationi:f!tJde;.iffiproye cost.:.effectivene_ss ofMulri, .. 
operations:and as~ist in ifupienie11tir.f~-thy CitY'~ ']:'nitisit:R.irsi pcifJcyi @d , . • . ' .• -· ·• 

••••·: I 't 

... · ... WHEREAS,.·Th~· sfl.ITA applied. to the PlEinnmg DePartment.for envii'onmentaf review 
of thri TEP ®cier tb'.e Callrori:ria·EnViromheQ,tal QUality ActJPublic Reso)ltc~sCod~ Sections 
21 orio et'seq:, (QEQAkori iUn.ci 25, :20r1, and tfie ;Plannii:l.g· Dep8lt:i:rtertt,deter:mined·thatan: ... 
EnvifotiJnental hripactRepm:t.(EIR) wasieqhlreclan(;l ptoVided public notice' of that· . . 
det~ri:ajnation. by pubiicatlciil in _l;l iiewspaper of genera) :cJ.rcUlation ori -~~vember 9i ,io 11; and 

).~REAS~; OnJW.y l0;201J, the Planrun,g Dep¢roent pubiishe4 the Tn¢s1t · • 
Effectivenes~ Project D:r.iff ':EnvirODil!.ent~ fuipacLR,~orl cQEIR): and provi:ded puQii.C. Ill)ti¥e in a 

. newspaper~of general circiilation of th; iivailability 9f th¢ PEIRfot pu~lic revie\V and'comment' 
aild o:fihe date and tiine of.the i>iruking;:corimiission jniblic hearing'oJi the OEIR;'thls notice' . 
w.aS mailed to th~,Department' s list of petsot:iS requesting such notiq~; and · ; · · ' 

. . . 

.. . .. WHEREAS: N~.tices ,ofavaiiab.ilityof the bEill ~d of tl,le. date/and time of the .public. 
hearing were p()#ecf ~tthe :Sanfraiicis9ci1County:. Clerk'~ Offl~e; on tr(lilsit veliicfos~ and on the 
PlanIJ.ing PeparjtneJ.J,.t? s web site on July 1 o, 2013, and popies w~r~ proVided 't9 all Pl!blic librari,es 
within S~,Franejsqo; ail,<i · . . . ' . - . . 

...... , .... 
· ...... . 

. WHEREAS,,:OriJUly lo;· 20B; copies ofithe DEJRwere mailed or ~t1f~£Wise delivei:aj to 
a list -bf persons reql:iestlng it, to those noted on th~ distribution list in the DEIR, ar,td to , 
government ag¢l'i~i~s, the latlerboth. cfueetly and. tbrough'.the- State Clearirighouse~ arid . . . . . . 

,. 
' ... • j 

._.;· -·:···· 

. wHEREAS, The. Planilfug Cornm1ssi~n held a duly advertised public hearing on the· 
DEIRori AugtIStJ5,. 2013 and reee1veci public cQmment. on the DEIR; the period for acceptance 
of" writt~n. comments ended on Sq>tember l 7;.2013; and . ' . 

··'I ' 

'--\. 
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WHEREAS;.The Plamimg Depattment pteparedtespoll$es tQ coriliµents on 
environmental issues received at the public heWffig and iri Writing dur;ing the 67 day public 
reView period for the DEIR, prepared tevisions l<> the text of the DEIR in response to cotnments 
received or based on additional inforinatioil thatbe6atn:e aVailiible during the public teview; 
period, and corrected errors fu. the DEJR.. This inaterialwas presented in a' Responses to 
Co;mmen~s document, :publisheci on Mm-ch 13~.2014; and· .. . . 

· ··WHEREAS, The P18nnU;ig Department prepared a Fm1;1l,Envlronment~ Impact Report 
(FEIR), consisting ofThe DEIR, :any c0ns1,tltatlons and coD:un~P.ts received d@.ng ihe review ·: 
process; any {ldditfonal inf9rma.tion that became availapletttlu: Responses tO Comments 
docuine114 and the S:upplemental SeryiceV aria:nts Memorandnm dated JY[ar6h 13, 2014·, ·all as 
requited by law;. and · · 

WlIER.EAS, Enviromnental review files have been made available for review by'the 
SF¥fABoard andthepublic. (Planning DepartmentFile·No. 2011.0558E.)':fhese files are 
av&}lable for public review at tb'e Plilririing Departmen.t at 16SO ~Mi~sion Street, Suite 400, and are 
par:t of th.e re.corQ.before·fue SFMTA Board; iffid . 

\V:HEREAS, On Mar~h 27,2014> the Planning Co~ssioh .reviewed a,ri.d consiclered the 
FEIR. and fotind truit its contents; and the proc~dµres through which the FEIR w~ prepared, . 
. publicized, and .reviewed pompUed with the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Glli.delihes, ·and 
Chapter 31 · of the Sfiri Francisco Adn:tlnistrcitive Code; i;md . . 

WHEREASt The Planning Co.tiunissiofi found. that the FEIR reflects; the independ¢nt 
judgment ilnd analysis of the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate, accurate and 
objective, ;io,d that the Responses to Comnieilts doCUllJ.eilt, the Supplemental ServiceVariartts 
Memorandum, and all relevant errata contciirino significant re:YisiOns to the DEIR, and certified 
the completion ofthe FEIRin,. compliance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines; fili~ 

WHEREAS, The Planning Coinnlission'.~ CEQA certification mo.tio11 is on file with the 
Secret~ to the S:FMT A.. Board of Directors and is 1ncorporate9. he;rein by this reference; now, 
therefore be it ; . 

RESOLVED, That the.SFMTA Board of Directors approves.the Service Policy 
Framework as identified in.the· FEIR and incorporated herein by·fhis reference; and be itfurther 

RESOLVED, Thatthe SFNTA Board ofDirectOfs approves the Transit :Preferential 
Street~ "Toolkit" as ide11tified in the FEIR and incorporated herein by this reference; and be it 
further . . • ; · 

RESOLVEDi ThattheSFMTA Board of Directors approves. at a programmatic and 
conceptuallevel tbe Set?ice J:rnprovements, Serv:lce-R.elated Capital Improvements and both the 
Moderate .and Expanded Travel Tiine Reduction Proposals Alternatives identified in the FEIR 
and incorporated herein by thjs reference; and be it further· 
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. ~ ' 

. RESOLVE;D, Th~t, intaking this approval action, theSFMfABoard ofDirectors adopts' 
CEQAFindings, whichincluderejecting al~einatives identified in theFEIR as'IDfeasibleand 
a<lopting.a sta,temeii1: {)f overriding con~ic::leratio~, attached to thlsJ.les()lutiou as Enclosure A and 
,iµco!.J>rirated herein by this referellCe; and pe it further ··. · · 

; . 
. . . 

. ·RESOLVED, That the SFWA JH>ard o!'DU-~~tors !tde>pts· the Mitl~a~QnM.e>mtorin~ and. 
Reporling J:>tograin (MMRP) attached to this Resoluj;jon as Eticfosur~ B; and be it further · 

·.. .·. . . . . ·. . 
.. . .: ·.. . ... 

. . . . RESOlVED, That the SFMrA Board :authoriz~s the Director of '.f~orlatfonto ·direct 
. .staff to cciiitinue ~ith botaining otherwise ~ecessaryapptovals and to c~ out the. actions to 

implement the Project. · 

I certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the MUnicipal ·TransporiationAgen9y 
· Board of Directors and the Parking Authorit.y Conillrission at their meeting ofM~h 28, 2014, 

: , 

S.ecreijicy,. Muni~ipai 'I'raiisportationAgency 
Board and, farkill~ Autl,iority CoJlllllissio:t?-
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;.-.., .... · .. 
, Trans.it EffS.ctivene!is Project 
· SFMTA Boan:fofDfredors 

CE QA Findings 
' . 3/21/~014' 

'·;. . ENCLOSU~E A . :'"· ·:::·· 

, .. TRANSIT.EFFECTIVENESS PRdJEct, . .... ·•·· 
. ' INCLUDINGTAE.SERVICE POtlcvj=RAliilt:woRi< ,,,.,.' .. ",".' 

.·:,•., ·· ··.•:,'::·''l"!·.c! ·.;."'!(;.;.=~!·-:~ ... ~···,'!'.fl- •:··r···•:.·c•.,·1·'·'·•'':•'..J.l·.··-',,-',.'l· :·I-'•·.:,······, .J .. ,· ' 

. . . . , .: .. t:;A.l:-IFq~~IA ~-~YIRO~M~.~·ffAL 9l]~Ll.1Xi~9T:~INQ.1N~~: ··. . . . . . 
;,: ... · • FINDINGS'OFFACT, EVAtUATION·OFMITIGA.TIONMEA$URES AND 

· AlTERNATiv~s; A~D stATENf~~T oi= Q~RR1i:i1Nc;·t()N.s1[)'ERA'fidNs· · ·· 
····· <:. : SAN FRANCISCO Mlj~IC!P~.:TRANSPORTATION AGENCY: . . 

" . .. . 0 :, , ~9AR9. Ql3;}?,.1~,~CTQR~· · . ,_,< · , . . · 
. . . . . ' ... 

. :,.::. 

: : ...... , ' . l ... '·' • .. ·.:·: .•• . ·:····: .•• ~: ..... , ... .: ·."";.,i· .. · .. ::·.~. ;. ,-~~·~··.·"· :_-; 1.••• .. t·,. ........ 1=·.:..·~:·:·- ·.·"~·· 

Jn determining to approve theTran~it f=ff~~iven~ss·f>roJecf-(the. "Projectj !:f.e~c~ibed ih Sectidn 1, .. 
, ··. ~· .. · '• :• ·· ·,··1 ~ , ... I·:': _•,:.,·:, .... ·,, ··• .· ";, ···•".>:..;· .... , ... · .... ,:.·•.,1:i· ":.'.·i·f:·;·; :-.,· ···~ 

. Projed Oescripfiori 1belqw, the'Sari.f.ran~iscci'MµriicipafTransportaticm 'Ag~n,~y Boa~d, 9l , .. · .. ·· . 
..... ·. ··.' ' ., . .. =·;~. ··-', .. I ••I~-· .' J-· . :·".'_ ., · .. ·>·' .' f •:. ·.·~ :. -._. ·,• ·.·~ •• : _. ··:·'·.~." <")·:.~ ... ·;· ~.1 ·'1· '.,•· ~ ... • . .,.. ";. ·~! :·· . 

Dir~citors (the "~FMTA Board~) 'makes ~nd adopts the folloW.irig finding~ offacf ancf de~isioris ... 
regardi11g sighificant impact~. rnitig~tiorr ro~asiires; ~nci (iltern~ti_ve~':· and ~~bpti:; the !st~t~m~n( 
of ~v~rriding .considerations, hased on substantial evidence in the Whole record of.this . ' 

I - • ' t j • ''. •, '' , I 1. • , , _, • ' • / - • 1 - r , I l ; ,J 'J - • -

proce'ecJing anctynd~[.the 9aiifo~ni~ Environ'1Jehtal qualify Act C'CEOA"), .Qiiiliiorrii~ Pu~lic .. ' '. 
• ••. • ... 1-._, .•' . ~.:,···:·' '. ! .• '.'.'.-..!:' .. ~. :,··' -~ ... _, = ... 1.i-~--'.··. ,.,. '.·.,1···.:i'-." .... ;:-.. j ""'. ·;·"! .. '1,l;'_·~ .. "/. ·:·~. " . ·' ·. ·- ·:·· .. '. .. 

.. ~eso:U~f~~ q9.d.ei$.e~V?Ps g1 ?,Q91~;~~ ~~~if9.~8f.1 .. :p~rti¢.ul~_rty ~.~ctipr~210~1;;ar~:·~1P~1~5, ,; 
· ih~ G9i?.~H~~f?I 1!JW!erry~r~~1i~~·Rf P~PA <~SE;9A :~Yi~eli~.~.s~l'. .14 Galiforn.!~ 90.q~·~t · . ~ .. 
. Re,g~~!~~l:~P~~~!!~~~ }~9qR,~ts~~·,:~P~f1iciJI,~rlx.~rctipns)5~~.tthr9,~,9h tsp93~·<\irJ.~,F~~i;>tet 31 
of th~ ~ap f r~~.cisc9 .f1'l1J~J~~~~we. C9~~:J~ese:ph~ings _co~~~~~: ~N~Lp~~RE AJp., tre_. , _ 

·associated Board of Directors Resolution. -".. "· . 
... - ·" , . . . . : '·.:,' ; ;_,, . 

This~ document Is organized as: follows: .. · .. , 

sectiqri l provides a description of th~ Project proposed for ~dopttoti, __ tt:ie ~n.yirpnhi~n,t.al-'.review · 
... . , . . . . . . . . . . . : . . : : . .' . . .. ··~ ·.. . . .. . . ' ~-; ·t • :· -· ~· " >. " ·,, . . ~ 

process for the ProjeC,t, the approval actions to be taken alid th¢ location ofrecorqs; · 
. . . . .. .. . ' . . . . . .. . . . ~ . . . . . . . . . 

~· 

. ' : ·.~ .. (t;:-:,,:; .'~''·· •; '.·.~:-.(t/1· ?"~· ! :_ . .' ''r ': :,: '. ;•\::. ;~ ;,._·,_ ·~; '.".''.;-·.,, . ·.:.~~,'·.!,'_.'"· :;r:-,:,)1 . .,.': ·!':~::.'., i. :_,7) . . : .,: ·.,'. ~ ~j-: ... ·.·· ·:< i_i<'.""·~· :.:· ':,;;,. ! :~/ . ;• > ; .. ' ' ... i 
Secti()_n JI. id,emm~s theJmp~ct~Joi,J~q nqt to. ~-e s,igni1i~~nt th~t pp ,!1Qt reqyJre ni.i!igati<;)n;, .. . 

• "~.' ·~1!: , ·• . '> ·~· •.. ' -,·, '··· .. •i '-· ... ~·'\"· - ·' •'"' .• .- '• ., r. ,.: • .I • ' 

.5~~tidn lllid~ntifigs·p:~tenti8'tly signJfjcarit-lrh'p~cts th~tidag·bei'~voki~ci ~rfe~~}:gci-t6:1e~5~th~n!~· 
srghifi#~nf lev~ls tfl~tiDgh 'initig~ticin' anci'ci~s~rlQ~~ 'ttt'tf cii~p8$itioif 6i tti~ riilt19~fio~cht~~~ure( ' . 

~:~:~;.i·.·· .. ~ ... <-::· 1.. <~ ~ . i.- ' .. c!.:..,. :· :;!"_::~; :·::· ... "~ :·;\.". " .. :·: ',:~:- ·d.~~ .. ~.:-· ~ :·, ... ~;· .. _;~_·.:r";,i:':T::~ , .. ' .. -·.1·· 

· Se~tiQn IViidentifies significant irripact~tnafcanndt'.b~e avoided dt-redlic~:to ie~~f~than~' ,,· •. ··' '' ' 
sigriti6~nt" le~els and describes a~y a~'plicabl~ frlitigation rne~sures ~s\yelJ: as· tn~· disp6sitiqh of 
the ~itigation measi.Jreis; .· . . ' , 
... ·1-._,··~:11.: ... :·· - ... ~; ·=:'.">. '.:--,·:< ~. :::?".:'· ~. : ' :_1·,-, ..... ~f; "? ~·.::~ :,.'.·: 

. SectionVeyah;iate~ the different Proj~~ alternatives a'hd sets fortli the'econornic,:tegal, sodal;. 
technological, ·and other·cb.nsidetatibns·, and incori:>orateshy ref~rence the reaso'iis s~(fdrttfin .. 
. sectibn v1·, ·that suppmfappmval pf the P'roje~fand the iejed!~fr·af ~~ alteriiative~; or-' ( · . . · · 
elE'}mE'}nts thereiof, afialyzecj as irifea~ible; and·' · ' '' .-: " ' 

- . :.i. ·, 'c 

;.·" . :.,. :·.··,:.-" .. · \, ··.-i • ·"' 

Section VI ~r~s~nt~·a st,aterri.ent of oveirr.tc:fing cqnsiqerations_seWhg tor.th sp~~ifi~ (easqns in... 
suppprt of the Bor;ird'~ actjcins tq approve·th~ Project cj~spite its si9nificant ;:ind unavoidable 

i 

:-:.·:: 
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environmental impacts and its rejection of the ~IterrtatlVes not incorp~rated into the Project as 
infe~~ibJe. 

:< _, :. 

The Mitigation Monitorfni:f anq Repor:ting Program ("M,MRP") :containihg.!he mitigation measures 
from the Final Envi,ronmental)mpact. Report (11FEI R.~) th.at' ljave been propo~ecl for.adoption is 
attached;yitJth'th~~e fin~inQs '!Is Attach,menf B to t~e.a.s~ociat~d B9~rd ()f Directors Resolution •. 
The MMRP is reqliired by_QEQA Section 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines Section 1509:1. The 
MMRP provides a table. setting forth eacn mitigatforf measur~ listed inthe F.EIR for the Project 
that i§i reqyired to reduce or avoid a significant: adverse itrfpact and that is made a,conc;litJon of' . 
approval. Tt:le>Mf\'.1RPcal~o spe~ifiesthe ~gen"c:y respqnsi.ble for ifTlpl~m!3ntatfbn of ea.ch rne~sµre 
and e~abiish.es monlto'ring ~ctions ·and a mo.nitoling schedule, The fuli text bf the mlti.gatiqn 
measures i~ set forth in' the MMR.P.': . . .· . . . . ' ' . . . ; .. 

·'. . .. . • . .. ' . .· ··1. 

These findings are based Upon 'substantiaY~Videnc~ in the entlr~ record before the S.FMT A . 
Board. The refetencesseUorthJn'these findings to t~rtain pages cir secti~ns of th~ Draft J: 

Enviro'nm~ntal Impact Report("DEIR" or "DEIR") ortheResponses to Cornrri~nts d6cum~nt .· 
("RTC") are for ea~e ofreference and are. not intended to proVid~ an exhaustive list ofthe .. 
evidence relied upon 'tor these findings. The DEIR and the Responses' to Co~ments document, 
tog~ther with the Supplemental Service Variarits Mernoran:dum dated March 13, ·2014 and ·· · 
Errata d.ated March. 27, 2P14, comprise the FEIR. ' , .. · 

I. APPROVAL OF THE PRO.{ECT 

A. PrcJject Description 

The:Tr<msit ~ffectiveness Project (TEP) is comprised ofa Servi~e Polley FrameVito.rk, Service . 
lmproveme~ts and Service Variants, $ervice-relatec;I Capita! Improvements, and.Travel Time 
R~ductroo proposals rnRPs'i), including the Transit Pref~rential $treet~:T6blklf, Jhe·TE;P J. 

includes lpcati~ris through()tlt th~ 49-!?quare:m.ile 'qty and County of San Francis9o and ls a. . . 
program comprtsed of a group :of varied proJeets and proposals. The TEP components will be. 
implementedpn pubno tc:ind ~nd Withip tile public right .. of-Way· throughout the City; cm property · · 
(qrgely und§r.the jurisdiction of tpe San Francisco Public Works Department and the SFMT A. 

•, .; 

The propm:;als that comprise the TEP vary ih the· level of detail provided, ftom-highly specific 
redesiQn_~; inqluding capital impn::ivemeots, a!ong-ce.rtai11 tr~nsportation.corridors Jo more 
con_ce_ptuaLpoJicy recomm~ndations. Accordingly,.and pursuci.nt to CEOA GuiBelines S~ctlons, · 
15161 andc1S168, the FE.IR an,alyzed portions of the TEP.at~ "project::l~vel" where·the:amount : 
. and type of information available for those eor;nponents;Jent it~elf to: a detaHed and specific 
analysis of all. potential environme.ntal impacts, anci other pqrtions were analyzed at a "program-
lever (a more conce(?tµal level) when the details about and current level· of desig rt for a · · . . . . . . 
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cqrnponent did not alfe>\N: fot a ptoj~ct~J~vel: ariatysis .. : ·,n patfic~[ar, theSetVicePoJicy · ':; ,. 
Fram~wor:k1 5 of tf}~'.121Ser\lic~re1c.~tecf'6apltafimprovem~nt~;~ and ·s of the .1TTraveITime· :·. ·=· '. 
R.edl)ctiort Prdpo~al~{ITRP~}· w.ere'ana1yz.ed ~ta' program level:/',. , .. · · · ~ · ' · · · 

.... 
The des~riptidli provi~ed;·here stirrim~ri~e.~:the projeet deSctiptfonP.rovidecf in:· the F~IRi ;wt)fch, 
as rioted abov~.: is comprist;!d ·Of· the DEi RL tb.e RTc: ~nd th~. Supplemental ServicEf Variant ·1 

Memorandum. . Pi~a~e see Chapt~r 2 of the F~iR for'.~ l't)or~.:det~i!ed:d~$criptiQfl of ijie TEl:~ · 
project ;;,. . ; ", ·. ··'· · .,; , · 

\ ·: 
·;.I . . ~ 

·.t ·The service Policy Framework 
-· . . . ":.::!:;:.\··. . - ~ :;' ., -... , 

The Servi~ Polic~ Frarriework sets forth tt~n$it ~~ivice d~livety 'bbJ~ctive~ th~fs~#P.mt the. 
SFMTA Strategic .Plan goals, and iden~ifies ~ Yari~ty' ~f a~i6n$ to irn'plement,.th,ese _obje~ive,s~ .· . 

. : '-~-_-:. ;_ •.. ;·;:._,,•1 ... ~ ·-~~- - ·.: •. ··.,···-'t': :-~ .... ;·_.:._:._ -i_t> 'i:-:··1.•~: .. .-!·.-:._.,·1f:•·-.· .~.-.-_.\;.:'.)~:·· .. :·-.::.··.···'"': ;.- .• :_·:·:-·.-" 

The Ser\ti~· Policy: Framework wnf:guid~ how if1vesbnents:·are·m.ade.to' the j\1uni _sys~~ITl ·~nd i~ 
·•· jntended ia" J!riiltoefe;~yst~~.:i~liahii.iiy· cilria 'r~~tip~~tf8h¥if 1r~~e.i. tin1~ ~s· ~~Ji ~s:!rni>ro~e ~·~~~ifone~ 

. ; .•. :.--·- ......... ·:··· ~1.'-.-··.'-~··.- .. ;. -· __ ,·;_-t-'•'-<.·; -.... , ..• !:;._~·-~--·- '·\(·'''.:\.J·;_,·-11·:' 1·~~?., .. \1.--~·,·.-,_ .. :,_·.-.-j--.···'~1:", ''-:-. ·_t·: ·, •. :·· ·-1 

. service. These c:ibj¢Ctives Include the ~f:f~ctive -~II(>catiC>fl of tfa11sit. fesoljrces, !h~ efficient . ··. . ... 
, :1;:';_. .... ~:c :1 ... : .. _L·:,;··i::-·;'-<•,.j·~'~d,~,- "f :,~{~<-.,;,\_-.: ·:1, .. ··r:_•,-·"L'~:·,-')\·.,.t·1 •c:."':-':"·•:::':·':r;:'.'. ·•,;'-'-_j . ;'. :_'. '.;:::. ·~',: •. ~.~·~·~-_:-. "'. •• ' .• ·/·'<- .·>~~-< 

.deliver>' of'setYice, th~·· irnJ:i'roverriefit qf~en;ice re!i~t!)!ity ~rid (ed~cti9n in tran~itfoiyeI ~m~. an<:t · . 
. . -.. -_·~:;_._ 1 . ... !:~··,;_·=~· .. ,, .-.:.-.:.· -~ .... -~.:: :.- _._-.:o:,-".t·-:,···.-.... :1\~~-.. ~·:\-~ .. ,·._ .. -_ .. ---~---~~._ ...... _ .... ~~ ... -~,. - .·:- :~ .... -~-:·)'. ..,.·.,:.-.. ,.,,~--:r·: ··.·.: ~--"~ 

an improvemerifiri.custoiiter ~~r\ii~. Most impc;>~aiitly; #1ePQlicy Fraf11ew<:)rl{ W,oµld ~~g~ni:z13 
\ '.• ,., ; ,., } l' --. ~· .. 11 -~-.. '< -<' · •• 'j ·~-·!;· l. L-~; ··1· ... - •. ~:: ·.~ L : . ."•,4 •.• --~ .•• ··.1 ,,- -~.-'I· 

Muni transit servlee into four distiiiet transit categories: , : · · · · 
.• · --~i .• ~i ,~ · .. ~, -... ~:" ' ' ·. ' -'~.1 ':·_1~--.•' : -~ :1 ', ·:· ' .. . -"'·> ( ~·'.• -. -.~-. _,;_: .. :~ :l 'ti . !·-:. ~ ·: ' : :~;·· .,~;· ' ·'. .. ::-~'. -: ' .=-:: -

• .. Rapid NetWork: These: heavily:used bus and rail Unes f6rm· the backbone. of the Muni 
... ~ . · .... ;·· . • .. :-:;:·:;-. ,- :_:''_._-•/«.,_.~-:::.·i,~-·-~, .. , .,/~:~:.:~ -_,:,_--~:;·~·'.-?:>~» : :: .<~ .·· :.: 

system. With vehicles a(riving fr~ueritly ~nd ·iransit' priofitY ~riha.ncertjen's along the· 
•• , •• - ••• - - -< ' -< • •• •• • • • • • • ••• 

,,., r,o,~te.s, t~e-R,~~pi~ ne~~r~ d13!jv,e~,sgee9 ~rd.reliab,j!i~:WhEl~e.r·~ustqrpero"ate'Jleaqing, 
. ~~ro~.s.town~ 9~.~impfy,$r~.ve;ling a. f~Yf,~lp9~s.:, · .. ' . ,: . .. ·. . . .·· ... , .. 

"· , JL9R91.,f'l~o/{<Jfk: .41SQ; ~f'.IOV"1.a~ ~Grid!~: rqMt.~s. the~~,JOQQ, ·~oµte.s: .C.<?.rnbin~ ~ittl th~ Rapicfo;. . 
j n~~~r'< t~. for~ /1:h.~25J?,~p~lYr; ¢?re ~Ys~e:Jn ~ba~ I~\~ ~!;l~torners1Q~ito .. tt1eir ci~sti~~~ion~ . " 

. \'.Y,i~h no inor~;'~tl~f\~ sh9[t \fmJk, ~(p;~e~fT1.l~ss:fr~~~f.'3r~:.:,. <· ::~''l;". : .. '; / . ".· ;, .: 
.. : •· · 1.yq~m~nltY: ,eoh~~<:!~t~: •• ~Jso" .~p_?V(tt ~s )G,ircu1at9r~i.•1. these lightly. u~eci :bu~ ·routes · ';, . 

. . prectominantly:cirGulate thrciUgh:San Franc;lscq's hiJ!sic:Je:r~sidentiatrieigbl;Wi"hoods; filling· 
:-.;;:/.,;.:, ~·: "<~·-'' -.'.-,-~ ... ~ .... ~.:-:-:···:. ",··}_-~'·· •. ,' ~--f·'T -~'.';,: .•" ._·_.:·''. ·," .,._ .. :• :~·· .. ·: .. · ·.·: ·:'-·:;· ·- .' • .; 

i,n. g_~p~,ir:i cov,erc:i.9e ~!Jd. co~n.f?.~~ir)g 9J.,J~t()n:l9rs, tottu:~.-c<~re.,n~tW()(k. :;. . • -.: , ;1 '··: .. 

• :.~P~.9.i<iiJ~~q. ~~rvic~.s: :rh~~~ rol,itesaug~~o~,existlrig s¢rvice ·durh1g :specific ti!Ties :.6fday 
· I • . I ~ . . . ' ._, . . , - , . . _. · • . • . • 

tq se.rvEl Ci speciftc need, or .~f3rve trays.I' qemarid re.late.CJ to sp~ci~I ev~nts. They lnclllde ·• •. 
e_xpJe~s service; oWI se.rvice, arid sp~dal ever:i~,irip? ~o serve sporting events, large. 

,· fostiva·I~ ~hd oth~r $an Frahdsc6 aetivltie~> \ ~ ': ,' . ~:, ·, · '. . 
. : - . . : .· 

2. · ·Service.' Improvements a_nd Ser:vlceVa.riants 
- \, ' ' I - - . I ~' • _· • ; -~ • I J -: •• -: L ~- - - c ,- • ' '--? IJ, 

Th~ Ser\li~J mproyements qncl Servi~ Vari<mtsiriclude creation. of riew tr;:msit routes; changes 
in the all!iJnmentqf so~,e.existjng route~, ?li~inatlon of un~eniSed.routes 6rt~ute;~egment!5.:' · 
c~anges t(), hE)acjways and hoµrs .of service, ch~mge!; to the day of the week for service; and; ... 
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chqnges fo th~_mlxbflqcalflimited/expres~ ~~tVt~ otJ.sevefalJC>l)tes;'fheSetvice · '~' - · · 
imprq~emellt~ were qeveloped pas:ed 011 a_cqn)pre.h~-nsive'ev~luatio11 of tfieoverall ftans{t 
network ~nd pubiic. input from cortimun.ify meetlnQ.S.~ · Specjfit~llY~ these proposals inciude: 

· • · ·lncrea~ing frequency .oftrapslt $e'rVipEralorig-heavily U$ed corridqrs;· · . .- ' -· -" 
• . •. Qreating. new routes; ... . ·- • ... :.< .. 

• · • ·chan.gJ~g existing route aflgnments; '·.. · · .. : ,. .. ~ . 

• Eliirlin~tiog underµtilized roi.lte~ or route $egnie.nts; 
• lntroduclng larger buses on crowded routes;· 
• Chabging the mi~ of tocalllimited/e~~ress s~rvice; --· 

• EXp?}19irg limit~c:J. s;ervice~, . , • ; ~ . ;, ,. . :. ' 

In ~dditiori: th~ ~FMJA'irid~ded_ a'HlJ:~·bef of possipi~ ~aJlants to the~e· ~-~·~ite.'~hang~s. . 
· (iridudiri9 ·re~nlservjce vanaiits developed as part of the i)up!jc outreach process aijd . -_ .. 

, . . ·, I .. l-. :~:' . . . . . -. : ' • . .. . . . :. . . . • •. ·.- . ,.·. ·~ '. . . • . , . . • . . 

sµmmarizeq ni the Supplemental ~erviceyatr~~t~ Me.'_mqrarid~~ of Mawh,,13, 2014) that ~re 
Rropos~d. ~s part of the project to allow for flexfbllity in t~e phasing ahd implementatign of the 
s~rvice lmpr6~~rne~ts. Proposecf s~r\tice \t~riant~ mosUy include modification~ to pqrtlons of 
some rout~s~ or change the type of Vehicle, used on stim~routes~ In ad<;iitlqri, many of th~ 
service, variants work in. concert to improve ~ejitice, along a. particural' corridor or neighborhood. 

3. service~Related capital Improvements ... : 
-, _ ... .1;.· ·:, 

some of the S~rvice Improvements will bEHSlJpported l:>y Se.ryice-related' Capit(3.l lm'prbvements, 
The service-related Capital Improvements lnclud~ the folloWlng: a) Transfe_r anq T~rminal Point · 
Improvements; which includ~ instcillation of pverhead wiring c;md poles; ihstc:lllcdion ofriew 

. switche~. ·bypass rair~. arid/or transit buibs; ~xpa'nsicm of transit zones; and m.odltic;atiori of 
sidewalks atstops to accommodate si.Jbst~ntial passengi=r inforthangesand/or"to''provide for 
trarisltvehicle-Jayovers;: b) Overhead wire ExpanSiqfi capital improvements to slipporhenilce 

, route ·c:hanges for electric tr61fey~ routes aJ1d. provid~ bypass w.ires to allow trolle{c'oaC:hes to 
_pass onea11,otner onexrstirig routes; c) Systemwide Capital 1nfrastruct\Jreproj~cts: ~>"uch as, 
'insfaftation of tiew,accessible platforms to improve system accessibility across the light'rail 
network,_ ·,<. 

4. Travel lime Reduction Proposals .(TTRPs),· l.Jsing the Transit Preferentic:d Streets 
(TPS) Toolkit 

··;:. ··.,·· 

The Travel Tfrn~ Reduction Proposals (TTRPs) will implement roadway and tr<;lnslt stop ch~nge5 
to re.duce transit delay on the most heavily used routes thctt rnak~ up the back.bone of the M\.mi 
system, which is referred to as the Raprd Network. Th~ $FMTA hcts identified a set of 1 B 
st~ndard roadway and trc:!ffiC engineering eleme.nts tbaf~an be used. to reduce transit travel time, 
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aiong cl tr~nslt oorridor. ·.Collectively, these fools ·or el~rnents. are called .the transit Preferential, . 
Stree~T<ioJ~itJ'T.PSToolkit"). !he TPS Too*ifeleq1ents.will .be;applied to 17'· Rapid Network , 
trah~it corridors foJmprove operatiM o(thti Muni system. These. ·elements include: ' ' ' .... 

. . . . . ~ .·. . ·. . ·. . . . . 

~~i; :<·-~·I. .· .": ~ , .:·.· ·:');·i ,r:, ·;_ , f . ·•· t ' .. ~-;, 

• . ::rrar:t~it. st9P.9ha~Q~,s: remqvirig or C()rl~Qliq~tina tr~n~it. stops; rno_ving, stop ·location~ ~t 
ipt.e,rs,e¢1()n~; ~ch;l_ig~:.vansit lJ.ulqs; ~d.dir:tQ ~fC1D§it ~oard.ing i,slC1ncls; increasing_ ~ransit 

. ~topJer,19th~; c::pnv,etf:lng:flag ~top~.fo·tra~sifi:orie13; ... · . · · 
•· h~~d ·Mo:dificatk>11~: . e~tabJi&t)ihg transit::only. J~n~s; estaplisning tram;ifquei.Je 

jump/bypas~. Janes; establisbing: d~dicated turn tan es; widening trayel lanes through 
Ian's }educlions;. : ·· · · · · · ·, · · · · · · '· · · · · · · 

. :· .. ··!: .. - .. J . •• -.··. • • • • • • • 

:·. . ·Parking:and T~rn' Restriciions: .. irnpleni~nth.iniih9; restri-~tions; ~denif1g· tr~Vel fanes ' ' 
• thfough p'arking restrictions; installing traffic sig'nalS at uncontroile~ ~nd tWo:..way·~top.. 

.. ,.. 

. < '' ccintrolled. interse~ioh:s;' iristaljing .traffic ~igna18· at ~n:-way; stop-contrqlled ihtersecllon~; . 
,· ·· .... reP,l~cing 'all-way sto~controis 'with traffic ~aiming. measur~~· at. inters~dibris;' . . ... 

· :•· · · .. PEictes.trian I ffi~rovertients: · instalilng · pedest~iah refuge islands.; installing pedestrian·· 
6u10~·; ~n-~Wi9enin9 siciewa·1~$~,'' ·, ·;· · ·' ·' ·· ,, · ,, 

,1;; ...... ._.:'. 'f .. ; ~'._, , .... _.•. :'.~. .. ·.· .... ~:i;j:.(:..·.:-;r.~ :. ..._. 

the TJ;:P,propos~s to: apply<the TPS :Toqlkit to 17Rapid Network corri~brs .througt:i6.utth·e~City; 1. 

Using tt:teTPSToqlkit; the SFMTA has.devetopec:f specific.corridor des1grisfor 11 qfthe fi .• ··· 
propo~edTJRp: i:.orric:for:s; These co.fi:id6t :dei:;lgns>W!3re tnus·analYzed 'c:1t a pr~ject•level. i~ tlie · 
FEH:i~. Pr:oject yaria11ts w~re als~·included ~s part of these· project-level_TTRPs. Tbree·: of the.' .. 
nf{es. (T:TRP.14, TfRP.~ .a net' JTRP.30~1}inc:iude ·variants .. \Yith,_~ifferent desiQils on 011e· or 
mor~ ~eglTlents of,tti~route. tTRP routes with·ho:desfgn1 v~ri~nts~ at ttie project levelinclude 
TTRP.5, TTRP.8x, TTRP2~~ 1,•:TTRP.:~;·. TTRP:N; TT~8.9; TTRP:71: andTT:RP~[., The SFMTA · · · .. 

. qe'l(~lop~c:I con~ptµ~I pl~~ning for the .(emai11ing s URP cqrridors. fqr which. specjfic. corrlqor · 
c;f~sici n~ will be clevelop~c:I. at a: i~tt;ir stpge of ttie project. T~ese corrido{d~sign~ w~re· ihus · · 
analYzed. at a pfagramniaticJevef fn th~ °FElg, . 

·. ·,:.:->:..·,,,·,c ... ~ -~ .. : ~;·.:-;:-.:,,.:~-'.{" .··~l,.-.i,'..'. ·::.: '.~~'l .. · ."~1 ·~·· 
. . . . 

for e~ch of the project-level.TTRf.'s; the SFMTA develgped tVvo specific e<;irridor·deslgps. 
co111pris~d o(!~$ Too!~i~ ~leme_r:its.f: ~ ,m,o~~~at~ <;ipti9p, r~f~f'"~dJo ~s the· "TIRP·. M()p~r?te· .. 
Alter~atiy~;" and }•rj ,~1'Pa,nded. ?P\i~ri •. f~f~rreq)b. ~~·- thS; 1'.Tn~e§xp~n.deq Alt~ma,~i,Ye/'. ·J;his 
Was ,done bepause, although the;TEP prog~arri was examined _in one envirbrilT),ental.cfocUment iri 

·::~ ·.,:.~·· ~ ... - ~,:··l·-... -, .. _ .·.'· ···.:· :_i ··-• · .. I··,. ··~- ... · . .' .. · c-. - ~." • ._:-·:.· .~ :··'.·:··-· - ••. ~ .•• 

order to. understand. the fyU sc<?pe of its·pqteritjal cun:tlitl1ltive:environn:i~n,aJ irripacts, !J:le TEP is 
actu?llY ·~ ~911ection ·bf p~oj~ct~ · ~tld. ptopo~a}~, w,~i~tl. W.hi!e r<~l~tec:I" _m.c,ty; ~e i,t;ni?,ten:i.¢~!~d·at 

· various times and, in many cases; independently of ~aqh9ther. :J~li~;Jhe5~·al!~rr)~tiv.es 
bracket a range of feasible, option~ that accomplish the SFMTN~ objectives forthe.TEP and · 
describe' and ah~lyZ~ tf)e scope of potential phyifcal 'envfrcinmentai lmp~cts'tli~t w'oJld ~esulf 
rroni'imp1ementin9 a combinauon of e1eme.nt~-'ir6m Qoth aiieMauves, ftieke iWa_a.1terriatives are 
described and analyzed at an equallevel ofdetail in the FEIR. . ,. . " .· . . 

,., ' \ 

,5 



Transit Effectiveness Project . 
SFMTA Board of Directors · 

CEQA Findings 
3/21/2014 

Under e'lthef alternative, the Service l?oUcyf ramew6rk; tile ServiceJrriprovements, Service 
· Varii~nls, the SerVice-related Capitaf tmpravernents, and the'TPS Totilkit as applied to the 
program-level.TrRP ccmidc;rs would pe implemented. The difference between the two 
alternative projects is. that under the TTRP Moderate Altem.at!v~. these elements would be 
implemented in combhiatio:n with a 11mqdecate" number of TPS Toolkit elements al orig certain 
Rapid NetwO'rk' corriciors1 and~. under the TIRP Expanded Alternative, these elements '~ould be' 
implementec:f in combination witt;i .an ."expanded" 11u.mbE!r of TPS Tciplkit elements aiong the 
same Rapjd ,N~twork cor~dors~ ,.·. 

) :· 

Please note th~t when t!:le OEIR was p1Jblished, the $FMTA had developed project-l_evel detairs 
for only 8 of t.he. 17 TTR P·cqr~d9r~~ Sups~quentlY; · SFMTA st~ff developed project--:level details 
for three m.9re <)f the TTRPs., 4i;;in_f) th~ ;fps Tool~it: Wit.h thi~ adqitioh~lf detciil1 the TTRP. L, 
TTRP.9, and .TTRP. 71 ... J Moderate ancf t;:Xpanded Alt$.r11,~tiyes. Wete analyzed at a project level 
ofdetail ih th~ RTC 'document.. ··These three TfRPs would .h~ve the same significant and less­
than-significa.nth:npact~ as the eight project-level TTRP~ analyzedJp the D'EIR and the s·ame 
mitigation mea$.ures w~uld be· applicable. Chapter 2 of the RTC. document. Project Description 
Revisions, provides a detailed description of th'e three additional project-revel TTRPs and ~ 

. summary of tt\~ir significant and less-than""signiflcant impaC,ts .. Chapter 5 of the. RTC. document, 
DEIR Re"'.isionsi presents-the results of the fmpact analyses ofth~ n'ew three project-level 
TIRPs as i.nte~rated into El R Chapter 4r Environmental Set.ting; l!npa.cts, aod. Mitigation . 

· Measures. and Chaptt;jr. 61 Alte.rnatives. Thus, 11 of the 17 'TTRPs· are ·analyzed at the project-. 
level in th.e FEIR, In agditfon, the descriptions c;ind al')alyses ofTTRP.N ~nd TTRP.5 Moderate ' 
a11d Bcpa_lided Altematjyes were updated in the FElR based Oh 111inpr de~ign rnodificatioiis to 
these two project compon~nt~ that e>ccurred after the DElRWas pubiisheq. 

a. Proj~ct Objectives 

The i=EIR discusses several Project objectives identified by the SFMTA as Project Sponsor. 
The objectives are: 

' • To improve, to the grea.test extent possible; transit speed, reliability and safety by 
· redesignihg routes; to reduce travel time along high-ridership corridors bY optimizing 
transit stop J<;>cations, implerne11ting tra.ffii:; engineering chahg¢s; and constructing_ capita.I 
infrastructure projects; and to imprave safety for pedestrians, bicyclists. and riqers at '· 
intersecti'o.ns !Jy introduCing infra~tructure cfla.nges (e;g: pedestric:~h bulbs;'transit bu.ibs, 
etc,) tha.t lead to safer transit operation:. 

-;, 

I!· To ma.k~ fyfoni a. more attractive transportatio11 mo~e e1ndl[lcrea.se)f~Jisit ridership . , 
through IJpth attraeting nE;lw rid~rs a'ntj rncre~sing ~se by current riders by:' serving major 
origin-destination patterns, such as between regional transit connections and major 

\ - . .: . . .. ~ 

employment sites; providing direct and efficient service through reduction or elimination 
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. of cirpui~o+Js:route s~gffler.tt~; reducing·ccroyv~ing tl)rougl:Lshltting reso.urces.·fo lrnprove 
custorrier comfort and decreasing pa~s~ups;-anchedesigning routes fo maXimize . . .. 

· rider:ship~ ' ... · . · . . . . 
·: .:·.·~: .... ·~:: ... ' .. :··, =~····'.;i.~~. ·:. ::.: .. :;.-· ·: .. :-: ~· ... ·::·.",~.·.···$ ·::::···· :':.· ;.; ... ._ .. ::- .. · .: ~ .. ;:·: ...... ·.~":.,··:>.~ .: 

·• ' Tb improve the cost~E!f!ect!Veness a/id prodliCtlvity oft~nsit operatiohs_by improv.ing 
··'. :~ • .: ·.·.,·· :.··: 'll· .: .:·.··:·.·~ ~.··".: '·.:.· .. :.:· .: .;,. :.: ... ·· - : ,,~ ·.-·· .... ' ... ~· ..• . •• 1'•" .. ·.-.1 • : .. 

·network effiqi~licyand regucing sys.teJT)_rectuhqCincy ~yjrnplerJ1entingservice .. ·, .. 
·".:_:: .. t 1.'' .• ':··-.·~.._.-:'"' .. · ~·;··:. ,'\'.·" :_'.·, ;,··~··~· ·~····.· .• ·,·.";!·::..· ...•. ·<: .. :. ~ : .. :·. 

modifications ihatJhclude route restructuriligj ffequeocY imptov~ments, vehicle;.type · 
· ch~hg.es; arid hour~ ofs.~rvi~. eidJustmentsr, : •· . · · · . · . . . _· · , · , . ' . 

. -~ .. · > .... · .. . ·'~··;·,=... .· ., ~· >"· .,. ·.··1.: .. ~: : ... ·· .•• 

• TP implement mC!re fµlly the CitY's Transit=First P:Qlicy by provkUng clear qirection tor 
· '~anagirig tran~portatiori iri San·Fra~ci~q(l'with tli:e g6·a1-s:c>f pro~iding s'eiVice to air ·· .. 
. residents viithin :a 'quarter inn~ bf 95' p~r~enf of :ttie Muof 5¢r,Vice area· ~hd priontlzing . . - ... 

: •· . • .•· ·., ..... •. . ,- . • .. • .... ~,~ ,· .. ,:_.i'-'·.·· :· ... :'. ·;: ,. •·• . '·~~ ·,. ~·· .·•·· .... /: •. ·.:-'.·: .. •· -~·;·":' ;, . 

. · ··. \reiriSjt operations in· high~rjder'ship cQrrid(;>rs over au_tQr'nobile delay· and Oh~street 
par:kiflg; - · · ,, - · · '·· · · " · · · · 

. ·I•·· 
~ .... :. t· .. ·.: • ' ';>·: ~ •·: . 

" 

· T~~ San f ~Ci·n~i.s~o. Pl~nr1f~g b~P~~~ri!/~~ !~~d ag,eh~y, ~r¢par~d ~ N9tice <>,~··P~eparation ..•. : .. 
(''NOP") ~nd NPtice.pf P~pnc sc.~pinii M~~tirigs on N,o,v~!11.b~r 9, 2_q11., ~nq h~ld tw<?J~~bJJc{. · .-
s.c.ppiri~ Meetjp~s on. December t? and?.• 2Cl11. · 

\_, ! -~ .. - ·:·.. • ' '· ·~ .. ,: '. ,.. . • • ~- • '·:f:.'> . ···.;.· ., --· . 

. Th~ NOJ;;,w~~ ~i~Y;i.~~E1~:·io~the:Stat~ qi§~ri~Q,h~us1· <ji!ld m~ll~~)o(foc~( ;§t~t~. ~pdJed~rai: .. 
CiQeri~i~~ a,n~Jo {)t~~rint,f}re,~te~ parti~son N8xerib~r_9,2..Q;11, in,iti?~in9:~;~9:-d~y-puplic ... -

. ·- •• · • ·1 ·• l . · r ·: -'-. · ·· _, -.~ · '' ··. ~ ·· . ·· .. -: · .. ~ : ·· . ·. . ·. ···· · : · ' , . ,. .. '. . . . · 

comment period e.Xt~n.qin,g trrough p~~ernber 9, 2()j l. ~ copy- of.tji~ .NP~ is CiY~il~qlE3 ip,,. _ 
Apperidix 1 in Volume 2 of t~e EIR. The Pu~Jic, Scoping Me~tihgs W.ere held at the SFMTA 
offi~e~. Orie South Van NE$~· Avenue, in Seili'flahcisco. ;The' purpose. of the meetings was to 

· pre~eDt inf~lmation abouf the prop6sed 'Ptoject .to the P.Ubli~ a~d· r~teive ·public input reg~·tdibg : 
the s~op,e 9f the EIR an~lyses~~'Attendees werefprovided an o~portunitite. volqe eom~ents on· : 
coricem~ regarding th13 Pfbject; translatbrs: were available fol Cl:Jinese:. 'a~d SP.~~is_h-'speaking ' 
attendees ifneede.d; , ", . · · . . . ,. .. , '·:: ' .. , . , . . ,., . 

.. 

Oral comni~nts were provfd~d,by 21iqdividuals atthe PubliC. Scoping Meetings, Durjng the_ 
public review peri9di 29 public aQencies artdtorother .i11tereSted pal1ies· submitte~:t co!nmenC · · 
letters to th~ Piaonii'rgtD~partment. Cornrnents~ raise9the1011<:)'1\fing ·eoncerns· re(ated.topJiysk:al' 
envJrqnmental effects: aesthet.ics of \,(arjoustransit facilities; jn9Juc:tJng. overtieiad wires; the'.:: . 
pot~nti~(for imPCi.ctS. on: circheo(ogicql r~$0,4rc;eSJ air. tju;:ilit{lmpaci~· (elated Jo potential -·. 
incr~as~. in use of pny(!te pass~ng~r ve.hic!es; the eff~cls on tr~ffjq flpw andl:i'c>.tentialfpr'. '. 
diversions. qlJe. to. n.ew trar:isit arn:tpedestrian b.ulbs; locations of ~hd ,dieyta.nce between fransit ·· 
. stops; •. ~e potential for-shifts' in travel 1119qes;; cc;mcern abql!Uqss of parJ<ing·apd I.o~ding; 
pedestrian safefy C()ncerns; the er:iyifOrlJT1entaJ review pro~~~; suggested lJSe of djffet~tit 

•, 
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appro~chesto-the transport~tion-hiipact_~n?IYsis sJc,IJ as prQ\iiding estJm~t~s of1lme:s~ved; 
aJiq requested \taria.tlqn5 Ofl some servi~Jfoprovem~ntsJ. ;;., " 

The ~art Frahcisco Planning Department published an !nitia! Studx cm Jan4ary 23; 2d13. 'The 
Initial Study was dfsfrib'uted to the St~teCle$ringhou$e-and mailed to local', state, andfeder~I 
agencies and to ~other interestetl ·pattles'.ori J~nuar-Y· 23;-2013, lnitiatiJ1S a 30~day p(i~iic -' 
comment period extending frorn January 24, 20t3 througlfFebruary 22, .2q13." A copy of the 
Initial Study is 'available in Appendix 2 inVolurlie 2 of thf:)-EIR.. . -· · . · 

:·," ".\ ..: . 
The San· Francisco Planning Department then ·prepar~d a OEIR1 which describes both of the 
Project Alternative_si ptesents !he.'enylronmen!~I settihg; identifi~s poteri(ial Impacts c;tt a 
program~level9(_a project~level of detail fo(both Aliernatiye§; presents mitigation me.asures for 
i_mpacts found to be significant or potentially significant~ an<:! .summarizes t!ie- ProJe(;f · 
Alternatives and their iflipacts, and compares their impacts and those oHfle No Project 
Alternative. In assessing .-:;onstruction and. operational impacts of the Project; the DEIR also 

• . 1" • . •• . • •. 

considers the_9ofltril:>Uti9n of the ProJec:t impacts to cumulative impacts assotiateq With the 
Project in combin~tlon wlth·· other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable flitLJre ~ctlons With 
potential for impacts on the sameresoutces~ 

_ Each environmental issue presented in the DEIR is analyzed With respect to significance criteria 
- that are cased on the San Frandsco-Planning Department Env,rdnmental f>i~nning'.6lvisl~n. - ' 
("EP'')' gtlidance regarding the envifonmental effects to be consldere'd significant: EP guidance· · 
is, in tum, b~sed on CEQA Guideli"nes Appe_ntlix_G; with sorne-rrtodifit:ations. · 

.. : ... .;:... 

The Department publishec! the DElR on .July 1 O; 2013, 'The DEIR was c_irculated fO focal, st;:1te; 
a_nd federal agencies and to intereste_d organizations and·indiyidua!s for review andcoinrnent · 
beginning on July 11, 2013 for a 67 -,day public review pf;}tiod, whicn ended on September 17; 
201_ 3. The San Francisco Planning Commission held a duly noticed PLJblic hearing to solicit 
te$tin:iony on_ the DEIR on August 15, 2013_. The Planning Departrn.~nt also receiyed written · 
comments on tlieDEIR, sent through rnaii, hand-del!vered, or py erna'iL 

.. · "".·. 

The S~n francis_co Planning Departme.nt then prepared the Responses to Comrner:its docum.ent 
(4RYC")• This. documenti which proVi~_es written re$ponse to each comment r~ceiyea on the·.· 
DEIR that raises environmental issues.was pu!Jllshed on March 12, 2014, and:include~ copies 
of all of the' comments.received bh the_ DEIR and responses to those comments. The RTC . 
provided agditionaI updated information arid Clarification on issues raised by commentets, as1 

well as;Pl~mnihg Department DEIR text changes; ·The foxt changes included more detailed' 
arn;ilyses, at a pfoject lev131, for three transit Travel Time Reduction Proposal {TTRPs)Jor' both 
the_ Moderate and EXpanded Attern;:;itlVes that had previously oeen ~nalyi:ed in the DEIR at a 
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. . progra~·leveh th~ .. TIRP; L(L T ~ra~al}, TTRP~.9 (~isl. San Bruno);· and T:T.RP.7.1--1 rr,1 HaiQnh : 
Noriega)~ ' ··· 

on M~rcry 13; 2.()13, th~ Planning Dep~rtm~nt ~ti.t>.lish~d a $.upk1~m~nfu1 ser\iice van~rit~ 
N.l~rnoraricjum. vihich. cje~crip~d, ·cinci ~nal~~c( ~ci9m~nal !S~rvi~a,;·v~~~nt~ d~V,elop~(as p~rt 9f · 

· • . ·";t :.,,. ·.:.':-1-' '.-,~''-c ':.~ ._- _ _,,-~-- .:.:.·· .. ,f·· ·:.,:_'.·-' ·-·-~1.:. :··.;., -_,_: . '7.-~_•·. ,'····.-··\,·•.·.-.-'_'~··,··· ·• · .·, · . 

th~ ·SF!IJ1TA.'.~;P~~.IJ(; 9ytr.~~~ti pwce,s~~ rn.Tie1.ap9~~9, .. 9~~~rtm~rt ~?.P?,ILJ~,~ me1t,mt~e:.~9ditjpnar 
. servi~ Variants W()Uld h.aye the s;:ime ~nvir9nri1e11tc,il impacts ancJ n~qllire the $~me rriitigation 

· rT1ea$ure~ .as: !he seryi~~ v~Jiarits .~lreeidY <!~~er.lb~~ ~~~-~·~~!~ed'lQ.~h~,P.,E:I~~ ~P,d.,th~1i· n9 
add[Uor:ial environmentC1I revievvwas requir¢d _not was r$cifcuJation pf the DEIR requi~ed, ·· . 

;·:·:·\r.."i~'·,·._~ .. : .-: . ; : .. ·. "i' !';:.-; .. ' _: ,\;: '··., 1 '."' . '. f~ ·~·,.-. .. ~ ~. ;,1 ·, .. ·. ··-·:·· ·,-.' 1} '.!:. .• ·.~. ,·:: .. : •. 

Th~ Planning Cqmmisslo~ tevieWed and. eonsid~teq th~ FEiR·; wfocf\1.is::~lllprls~d 'JfftufDEIRi 
• • ... ·. ·, , ,. . ~· · · . . • ._".. , "I . ;, '. • - " ·.,. . ._" . , • ~· .. '. ,·-. • .° • .· . · • .. • .. 1 .• , •• :, ,: . • ' • ~',1_ ·:' ._. , . .', _ · "° \, • _ ••. 

the RTC dcicliment and the: Supplemental Service Variants Merrioraridum, Errata dated March 
·.- ·.-.·_ ". :, . : .. ·., .. ~. ~- ..... • .. -.. ·~ .... : ...... ~.--· :'-.-. .• j· "·~·~--- . ._,.:.:"'.. ":'}' 

27, 2014~ and all of the supporting· information. [n certifying the,FEIR,; the Planning Commission 
qetermined th~t it d~es h6t agd•~ignifici=lrit h~w l~fo~matiori td the· DEIR thcltw~uld+aj~_ire ,: . 
• recirg.ulation.under CEci1x' b~cause the i=EIR toQtairi~, 11<>. lntorm~tion teveaiing (1f~ny}iew · 
significant environm~ntal impact that ~ould r~sut(fi:c;>rrt,the· proj~p~ ,or: from ~. ~~w mitig'ation:: ·.,.. ; ': 
'measure proposed.to belmple~ented, (2)'~11y.sub~tahti~l.inc~e~se·i~ the~s~verify 61·~ ·,. ·. 
~-- ·. _.• _ • .,_''-~. ". . ,·· ·- .• ·-.· 1·_'·r·1' .. ·· ·:_.· i . ._,_" . '. .· .· ~- ,:/:_ . ' ·.··--·- .·:: ~ ...... i :'..'.·'· ~-"1- ~ :• ·· .. · ··;'r. ·-: .. ~:··.,,._::,, -1 ·' .. ; . 

. prevjousiyldentified·envirhnmental impact,'(~y any feasible project alteriiapve or mi!ig'c~tfori . 
- .. ' · .. -.... .'·-.,: ,:.-,·.~·~: .· _.·, :-.: ..... '·1:,-"·- ·;- :.'t.:. ~ .. :· . .. _. .·,_. ....... {_,,·~. , . ., .. _:•!'. "· ~.·:. :-:~.':.-_., ,_. ~ .'"':;·1~·--· 

meas,ure con~id~rably differnntfrorn ottiers previously analyZ:ea tliat would clearly le~·~eri ttie .... 
envirqrih1enfal· impacts pf.the'Pfpj~ct;.out ~t1at was. reje~t~d byJh~ t>roj~tj'.~, propon~nts:; or (4) 

· that the DEIR was so fundamentally and qasically' i.nad,equate and conclµsor}t i°n'·nature'tnat 
mear;iingf~I· p,4bliC: r13.vie1,~(~nd ~omfri~nLWere.i predu~eyf; . : T~is. $FMTA Boar(! cqn¢lir:s ihthis , 

· .. ' .. · 

" ._. ··,' 

D •. , ApprQyal Actiotl~ 
j·~· . ,, ' 

1~ pJarjning commis~io~ Action" .. · , : ·. 
. ·: ., 

·~. . 

. ., 
.1 .-.:. 

. .... ~ 
::-~ . . +: . '·I , . . ' : " - . .'· -, !' . : .·: "i ;. .•• : :. • ~ •. 

. ·On M~rch !.7, ~014Jh,e _pl~nning CoJnmission certifiecLth~ ,F;EIR .,; .. , '· 
.. . . .. '. . ' ·." - ' . '' - ' ' ' . ~ . . 

.. .. . .. . . . . 

2~ ~,. .. S~n f=ianciscc>"lVl~ilicipal Transportation Agency,Board of Ditect9f5:A.ctioll~ · . 
• , • • : ~.... : • • • • • •• > • • • ~ • .1 ., ~ . • 

· .• v'_,' 
.. \ .·· .t; 

'"'·.). 

• AJf p.roval, of ttt.e T.r~ilsit.pff13~iveness' Proj~et •. il}~lu¢iing t6e se.~ice Pbiicy: Ff~rn~wor.k: 
· ·• · ·Approval oHhE{irriplementatlo'n~ of certai~~pattcing -arid traffic foecisures'inacco'rciarlce 

· with Section 2o1tcl pf the TransportatiOri Code. 
;,..:.; : .. 

3~. , Sa1JFrancisc9Board ofSupe..Yisor"$Actl~ns =··· • ·. 

The Planning Commissi.on's cert\ficc:ition of the FEIR rnay be appealed to the .Board of 
Swp~ryis()rs~ If appe9led,. thra Board of Supervisor~ w.i!.l .d_e,t_e.rrnine woethe_r to upholo the 

:_; 

'· 
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certificatiprt or to grant the appeal c;1ri(j rernancf th.a FElR .. to the Planhing Dei:>eirtrr,fe!lt for further_ · · 
1_., 

review •. ·---~ 

.:,t· 

Additional actioi:is that may be tak~m by the Board of Supervisors· ate: ' : ~ .. : . 

• R¢.yie;w and. approval of systerfr~hange~ rk1.ated to any rout~'aban~ohm.~nts._ •. 
· · • · Approv::iof:~idewatk chahge~. ut>c>n. referrar'trC>mthe bepart~entof Pu~lic_Worl<s, 

.. -- . . . . ' - -·· ... · ~ ··. : :: :. .. -~ ... :. ·.('.·j ·:- . :": - -.. - ' : . .. .:.. .:· -·. .).:; ' .: · .. 

4. Oth~r San Fr~ndsco Agency')(dib~~, · . .. . .. . . " ~ .... . . ' .. 
; Approvafby the·D~partin~nt of Public Wbrk~ ~>fS.idewalk legf~lation and'~ons:tf~ctiCm ' . 

penod.· encroachment permits.. · · , .. , · , ... 
• Appr~val by the s~·f'l .Fr~ncisco R~creati<m ~nd Park Qommi~slon of propertY 

• ,. • •• ,, •,. ' • • • : •• J • • • .. -'. : • • ~ ., • • 

epc,roachments, ff required~ . 
• ~pprovaf by th.e San Fr~ncfsco Planning Depa~111~:mt of any require~ Geriercil Plan 

Referrafs ·. ' 
' 

5. , c;>ther_;,_Local, State, and Federar Agencies . 
Implementation ofthe ~roject ~lll lnvolve consµitatioh with,. or requir~dapproval~ b~i other l~cal, 
state ahd fed~ral regulcito& ag~;i~cies, ipcluding,, bu~· not limjted t~; th¢ Jq116wing$ · · · . . 

·~· .. .TheTr:ansportationAdv.isofy S\aff Co~m;tt~e ('iTASC;'): Coprdi11ation of all roadway and 
ic tra~~lt.changes. . . , , · · 

• .. City ofDaly City: Approval of installation of a traffic s,ignal i;tnd tr?inslt bulb in Daly City. 
• G$1ifbmia Departm~nt of Trc;insportation ("Caltrans'') District 4: ·Approval of tel11pofary . . . . ~ : 

construction street encroachment permits ~ithin Caltrans rights~of-way: . . . ~ . . . 

. To the extent fhcit the iden1ified mitigation measu~es, require consultation with or approval by 
these other agencies, thE! SFMTA Board urges these 8Q~ncj~s; to ~ssist in iinplementing, 
coordinating, .or approving the mitigation measur~s, as appropriate to the Pf)rticular mea.sure. 

6. Location and Custodian of Rf:!cords · 

The DElR and ali documents referenced in or reUed on _by the Draft and FEiR, the DEIR public 
hearing trcinscript, a 9opy bf all fotters regarding th~ EIR received during the Notice of 
Preparation and DEIR public review p¢riods, the administrative record, the Responses. to 
Comments document, ,~nd the. Supplernentar Service. VEirian.ts Memorandum; and background 
docurnentatibri. for the FE,lR are located at th~·P!anning Department; 16S() Missibn Street, San 
Francisco; (Planning Department Case File No~ 20J 1.05S8E.} The Planning Corn mission 
$ecretary,· Jonas lonin, is. the custodian of r~qords for the Pi~nning Department and the 
Planning Commission .. 

-,·, 
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All inf,ormation, including,wd~~fl ITl~t~rials and testirhoriy; ~onc:e111ing·:~pproval·oft~eProject.··. 
~n~ a~opt1or:i ·of ttlese finpi11gs, presented to theS~MTA Board or. intor{)ti[ated into te;p~rfs >: 
presented. to th~ SFMTABbard; areJocated at the SFMTA offices at Ohe Souto Van~e$s·> · 
Avenue, 7~ floor~ sari· Fri:incisco. . . ' -'. : ,,.·,_ ',_ <:. ' .. · . : ,;. : : .i/-r 

All fll~s hav.e. been ~vail~bi~ to. the. SF,fV1JA ~o~r~and ~e public f~(r~~ie: lh co~~ldeli~g .tJ1!3S~·· 
- - :· . -~ • : .• .,. . - . - - , ••. - .'. ., ·- ! : . • . -· • ·' . : :. -~ : .. - •' - '. . • . - ·.:. . _, ; '- _,, • , •. • • • : ' .. ~ . : -

fin91ngs atid whetherto app,r()ve,.·~~e Pf()jept .. ' . ···,. : : ,,, ' .. 'I. ~- ' • -

'.< :', -~---: -:.;_ ... _:,-_~:.·~.::~:·;::: '. - ·_ <:.<··· ;._:,·. ,,:·:_.,;_· ··:::·:~i~~--·-~~ .. ~.~--~- .-!_.--~>-.:·.:·;··<·2~ .. _f_.::-. .;-=i,.,-;._i.. ... 1_:·· . .-~ 
E. Findings about ·significant Environmental Impacts arul JY!itjg~ti_Qn Me.ii$u.res . . . . 

_·-~. =·1· -~-;-~ -~--·····:·<j:·._,,:i: .. · .:~· ~ .. ·_.:~. - .~:-:~-~.: ' 1 ' ':'.1·-.~J-. ..... ·::::: ':-.,·-r:;-::-.;-·.:·' :-:, .. · ··1 ·~{;·:· ';!.--; .. _, . ._ 

The fol!owiog. Sections II~ Ill; and''tV set' out theSFMTA aC>aid '6t Dir~'ctor51·fin~i.rlgs '~bbdti'ne' 
FEIR's detennini!!ions r~~artlihg: sig11ttlc;ant environment~! Impacts a~d' the h1itigati9n mea~fures 
proposed to· ~dd~ess tJ:iern~ · These ,findi.ng~ pr()vici'~ tn~ wr!tt.en a~atysi~ ~nd ~9n~tu~ipns of .tne . _ 

1;,J-'i,~--" ·"·~---'.~: !,_~·--;" .... :-- .--.-· .. ,,., '•_-· !_., · _·· . ·~·>· ... ·''!- . .,_" 'f:_ · ·· .• ·· .... '--:::.-. _ _._ < ,,_,~ -~;;·:,~--<·.~'.- _\t.·'. -~;, .. :.!. ,- .. ·'.:•·I; '' .:. '._ ... r ·~ ::, , ••• 

SFMTA' Bpard 'regarding the environmental imp~c:ts .of th.e ProjE:!ct amt t.he. mitigation rit'easur~~ ·· 
• r~ r·-.·.··.i: "-~'·.-- ..... · .. ·:.,··,,;-,.,_.' -'. .. /· !·_.·,

1
• _ _.·.,·-.:~_".--:-,i."1 "· ::_i ~-~·,:·--.'..'_' ·,·:-L'·--:.·:·_-·,;.~ .. ','+1,"·<.1·,..i.-;-.t~-. 1 .. -.. i{",'.-·..!:\'',-1,:.·· 

itic::luded as part" of the fEIR and adppted by the. SFMT~J39ard .as ,part of.tile Project .. To. ()Void 
.. dUpHri~ti6W~nd ~ed..un~a·~cy, and becaus~ ·ih~· s'Frvtf A 8a~rd a~r~~~JWitli .. ~n~ h_~;eby ~96P~., , • 

;;-~-· -: . .-.'.-·1--...,~:,•·r:~~:·. j-:-·/ ,··.::---·!·_,-,- .. , .... :. :· ... i·'.: ~_::· ... · ,_,. :·~··:~.-, ~:.i,._. ,.,_~·:'-~::.:,.,,::-:- ._,~ ... ,· •• · .· : _,._..:" .~·-... '.._. 1 

the.cohqlysi6n$. in the FEIR, these findings will)1ot repeat the a11~ly~is ~nd. conclusion~ {r}the : 
• • . · ·_.. _ '. "-'. • o. ' • : _.'. ' "':-:• 1 < •• • '; ' .' , • :; : • , • ' ·.: ~ ~ - : ' , - : _" ' " ; .,' ;· 1 " • ' ·, ••• • • _i; , '1 -: .• · ~ ·, .-· . · : ... :· ' : _ ... : • .!_. >: ' . ~ ·'. ·" 

FE.IR, but instead incrirj:>orate th~m by ref~r~nce C\nd rely uppn the.m as ~ubstantial evidence . 
supporti.~Q tD_e~~ fir1d.i11g~:' , , , , , . :, · · . , " , , ,,,. ,,_ . , . . . · · 

. ·_··-,; ~'),-·\_>·, ·_r.·-_·:•. , .. ·. ~:_'" ·j . .:·~'>:".! ..... .-:';.j·~·· "~ .-:~-~- ._ ... ···J .. ---:<::=·--:.:•:: _--::._·<··, ~:_' __ ::.: '._';'., o_-. ,:_._.-:~:;:-~"---;·\-.. '.'':.>":", ~:·. 
I~ making· thes~ ~riqings, tile $FM:rAJ3.oard t;as cg11sider13c;I th¢ <;>pinion~ ofSFMT A ~t~ff and : , . . :· - : .- ~.- ~,_._. .· ... -.: . -: .. ~.-. _ .. ··>-'' ,:_·j_,,_-__ -_ ,- --~·~-"-~:- )-·· :· .. ·.~'':·~·_ . .,~-,:."- ·.·1~·! ··~· •. . ·::- .. · .-:·:·\·.'··.-.. ·.: .- ;. 

oth~r 9!ty ~tar' a,n.d. exp~~l:i· o~µi~r a~e~'?i~s·,,~Dd, !:J1~rnP.e~ o,ft~~,publiq-; Th7 gflv1J~J~par~, •·.: . . 
finds 'that"the aeternilnation orsigniticanee 'th res ho ids is· a judgment decision within the .·. L .• : • 

, ;·)":.··.:··;:·.- .. :.-_,··:.:·._:· .. :-,·::··~;,_ . ..;:·( _- .. :··-:1_. ... ~'\:·~·.:~1•_,/-'')"_ .. :·· .. ··-;--~·-: ·l~~:-.1:, .. u··-/1' ·~'_-;1::~_-} __ :_·:\.'(r.-:;:-, -:-·. ·;r~. ·-.-;·.1;:- .. __ . ;·.;··,o_-1: 

di_seretion of the. $Ff\llTA ang th_e CitY, ~nd Coynty, of ~~'I Fr,anqi.~.¢9; th~ sigr.iificarce threso~lqs;' 
1 1.~ . \_!_·.-:·-_,:; .-··.;.-·.; ·: :_··~'.~';,.:-. ,,_,. --.',-. :·-.-; ~ · .. 'i--.'.1 ...... : ~ ·'· ... ::~:··:;; 1 _. ___ ,• .. ~i.-~_,,·:·r--.-~·r·:v·".::-_:.:-1 1 !'·t_ ·:-,:-:.-:' _ .. ·._'·:·.~.1 -_ ····-~ ... ·.:' 

used. iii' th-e El Rare supported by substantial eViderice iri the record, inch.iding the e:XRert opinion · 
... '. . ·' ·:. . ..... I''~-· ''.• ... . . .. . . -.,. , .. " - .. i ....... •. : ·! '·.' •. ·• ·,-1•' , ...... · 'T· .. , .. ··. ,· .' ·.·'·' . '. ·"·. ··:· ' . ''".·' 

of the SFMTAand'dtY'staff; and the slgnifi~anceth~e~h~ids i:i~ed'in:the.'ElRprovide.reasonable 
;_ .... ·f ~ ·, ·~ ,;-- " ~-'. - -: -: . _·:;. ':~•::-<; . 1·· ,--_-T .. ~J;: • -.·;-... --~.L -~.: -~~: :·: ._.;; >- ::> -~--·~Tt-~~> ~~~ .~:-: !, ;· ~---:::'!,-- ·, '.._ ~·~, .. ' <~~ ··,.,'t .. , I'.:-: -~::t t·""'.·L~'- _":;...' _. ., '"'.1'1·· ~,':" 1-: / -1 ! ) - ! .. "!.'.' :· -· 

· and ~~propriate. r:neans ~of as.sessi~g ~tl~ ~ignifican9E! of tliE7 ~gyers~ er;iyironm~n_t;:il .~ffecJ.:5 qf th!3, 
I~· ... ,~ .. • . - •. ' -· L - ;'.~ l ·- .. ~ - - , .. ] .. ~ --

Project_. - · .. · · . .. · ·· 
1 • ~' ~" ·~ t < • ~." , -s·· . '~::~ 1:·:. j\''.. ·._, _.··-' , .. ::-'.; '1 ·, ;: '-- ., ~(: • 

. . . -

Thes~fincJirlgs ci6 1 n6tatt~rhptto aescrtbe
1tl:ie fil1F ari~tysis tit ~ath'enVironm'eritai itn~i:idf"·; · 

containedJn the FEIR ln~tead, a ful[~Xplani;ition.ofth~e E;nvironment~!findings ant::t ·. · .. _ 
-,-.;--;--.---.,··:·.· ,,-,::· ;·-:-~ .. - --.·---·;;~-, .... -~--·,'·-.·:i·~·.:--·.~':...:_~·-···.;i,·:-.·,;_·_·,,, .::..."--';- _., __ ,.,/.: ··,1: ;_.._'! ; .. t.·-.f_:_, -:-::·· --:·:·-

conolui:;loris can befciund In the FEIR, which inclucfes its Initial Study preserit,~d ii:rE,:IR Appendix 
. 2; and these findings hereby incorporate byJef~t~nGe the discussion and analysis in th~ FEIR 

supporting 'tt1~ d~terminatio-ns regarc!ing:-the ?t~jecfimpacts ~rid' miti!:Jatipri rrieas'.Ur~Sq~signeci 
fo ~ddress those, impacts:·· In me\kihg 'til~s~ finding~. the. SF~MtA89ard 6f6ir~6t6r~·ra1ifi~s; · 
adopts, ~m:i iOGOrPOrates; ih the~~ findings tbe''d~terrrt inatipns; anci 'tor1d8srons' 'ofJh~. Fglif . ',, 
relating te> erivitonment~l irnpacts an·d·rnitigi;iti6~ measures, e~ce'pHo'the.extent ahisiidh··· 
dete,rminc.itiqns are specificcilly and e~<:pr~ssly rnod!fied by tlie~e'find.ings,: ' , · · :. , - -· ·· 

I . ' ; ' '.~ : 
·I 

·1f 

-: ;:·· 
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Tra.nl)it Effectivenes$ Project · · 
· SFMTA Board of Directors 

· CEQA Findings 
3/21/2014 

As setf~rt~below, the Sf;MTA Board C!Qopts and incorporates t~$mitigation rn~as.ures set forth . ' 
in the FEI~ and thefattached MMRP tO ~ubstahtially lessen or civoi(f the significant Impacts ofi- · 
the Proj~ct.:· The SFMT A Board 'intends tcfadopt all the mmg·atron. llle~sures proposed ih the ... 
FEI R Accordingly, in ttie ev~nt a mitigation measure identlfied h1 tile }·EIR has. inadvertently . ·· 
been omitted in. these findings or the MMRP, such mitigation measure Is hereby aqopted and ' . 
incorporated in the fi.nciihgs below by reterence; i:n· additiori,·iri the ~veht:\he la'nguage( · ·-' ' 
clescribing a mitigation rneasure set forth in th~se findin,gs or tile MMRP fails tq accurately' 
refl~ct the mitii;;i$tion J1leasures in the FEl,F{ gye to a 9ledcal error, t!ie_langµ;:i~e of the pgUcies 
andimplem~ntation rne'asures as set fortti'l6 theFEIR shall c6ntroC The impactnumOers and 
miti~atlOQJTI.~asu.re riump~rs us~din these findl~g~ reflect #u~ Information contai~ed ih:thf;) ' ... 
FEJR. ,• .. . . . · .. , . . , . .. ' ··. ,, . , . ·. .··. · 

In th~. Section~ U1 Ill find IV below; tbs" s'ame flodirlg~ ar~ tnade for a category of e~vi~on~ental. 
impacts and rnitigaH~iiJneasures, Rather.thai1r~peat the identical finding d~zens. qf times to, · 
address ~ach and e\rety _signiftcant effect and mitigation ~easure, the initi~I flndihg qbvic;ites the 
need for such repetition 'becau~e ·in no instance is the SFMT A Board rejecfoig th~ conclUsjorjs .. 
of the' .FEI R 'orthe mitigation· measures ide~tified in the FE}R for the. Project. . . 

I • • ~ ' : 

The findings below include findings relevant to the TIRP Moc;ferateAltemative and to the TTRP 
Exp(3nded Alter:natiye. Und.er eith~r alternative, tile F~IR ~ssurn,ed that the .Service Pqlicy · 
Framework, the Ser)flde Improvements,, Service Variants,'. toe ~er:vice-related Gapit~I · · · 
hl)prqvenients, and. the TPS Toolkit as applied to th.e program-.leyel TTRP corridors would be 
implemente<J. It is hot known af th, is ~ime which ~pecifl~· ~lterr.]~tfve, or mixt,u~epf propo$als fr.om . 
the two alternativesi will be ultimately approved by the S FMTA Board. for each TTRP corridor. It 
is -likely that; oJer time, a mix' of th~ proposals,describ~d irj tli~ TIRP ·Moderate Alternative and 
the TTRP Expanded Alternative wiil be adopted and hnpiemented .along the v~rious coh-itjors. 
Because of this, in ·taking this ac,tion, the SFMTABoard m·akes. the fonowihg findings fogarding 

·the potentral for environmental impacts and required mitigation measures for both the TIRP 
ModerateAlterna~ive and the TIR.P ExpaJJd~d Alterqatiye·, as each are described in fDe FE!R, 

~ • ~ • - ~ • . -~· ~ J. ~ . . • ·~ . ' • 

If,· IMPACTS FOUND NOT to BE s1~Nif1c.ANt ANO THUS oo NOT REQUIRE. Mll]GATION · .. ,. , > ... . . . . . . . . 

Uncter CEOA,· no ll)itigatiori_rnea~ure.s C1re requlred·forJmpacts that.are less,than significant 
(P1,1b. Resourc~s Cpde § 21002~ CEQA ·~uidelines. §§ 1 S.126,4(a}(3) and· 150Q1 ) .. B,ased on tpe 
evid~nce. h1 t~e whoie n3cord ofthis prQceeqing,.\he Bofird f'.inqs ~~at imp:reme'llitatjon ofthe, 
Propos~d Project Will o~t ·result in ;:iny $ignifjcaot lmpa<;t~ in tfte. following ?fl?<:lS and that these . 
impact areas therefore d9 not require mitigatjo~: . . .... '.. . . . 

Land Use and L;and Use Planning 
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• hnpai;:ts.Lu,.1! Ll}-2, and LU-3: The propo~~d Proj~~fwou]!]nqtphjsicaily!dlvid.~·~i{·· · 
· es.tablished comi:nunity, would not conflict With. applicable land us.e. plans/policies,. or 
re~~l~t!ons of:?ir agency, wi~)Ufi~tjictt<;>n {)V~r tlJ~:P.rpJe,ct,~dopf~cf for. the:·RUIJ)Q~f:} Of 

, ; . f!VOJ<;Ung Qf rril~igC}ting ~n. environrn~ntal effecti or have a l?YQ!:;~ntial ~dy~~e i!JlpaGt on.. 
the exlstin~ character C>f the vicinity. ' ' ' ,. ' , ' ' 

· · .. • . . Impacf G~kU-t: Jhe prqp9seg J?roj~ct.- irtc:ornt>i11?tiqn: ~itl:l qttier pa~ti gte.s.~rt;, or 
reasonably foreseeable futu're projects io the proj~~ yicinify, wa,ulcJ '.nqlhav~ a. · ' 
cu,muh:itively considerabJe co,ntributi91J to a ~ignifi~antcumulative Ian? us~ or land use 
planning impact. " - " · , · · · · ·.- ·' 

• ••• ~ .• -'+,'- )···, _;·;_ ::·1 .. ·• '-:~-,:;,( •:. ,,-,:"!.\ ..,-:...-.;1·"°- < 

Aesthetics ·- ·~ : - ' : .. ~: : ; i' .. - - ~- . -, 

• I ' • •• ·r <. r( ·I. - '-'.' 1 •• •. • .. .:' - .. • _ • • f: : : I.-. .. .;.r 

~ • )rnp~cts'P.1;:;1 ~n;d~AE-2: The,prop9sed.: Project wo~l.d.r1ot ha~e a ~ubst~nti~l <ldverse 
.. etf~.ct on.a.sc~nIGVista Of On scenic resources, hiclt.1ding;· butnot limited to; trees, rock 
.: .. 9utcroppir:igs; a.nd ·a!herfeatur~s . .o.f the ~ldlt. or, ri.atu~I e.nvirorJm.~n.~ wnich cqntrib,µte to a . 

~· .. ,,: ·· s~~~ic>pa1p,l;!~.~7ttip$· .·. , .<< -~:·~ · .. -. " c:'.· ·: ·,· ., .. ··''" . < .. , < ".·;::· < · 
•• · lj:npa¢t AE~~; The proposeq · PipjeJ;t would• J10t degrade:eXistingvislial :ch,aracter ,at 

tju~lity ofthe prpjectsit~s ancfslirr<;>UJ1dfng~, .. , ·.... : . . . · · 
:~•i...';; .. ,,,-· .. · ... l.-:'.:,'::.:·._.. ,>·.:'·,~.:···~.·~';'. ... :··-.. .-~;·; .... "~,:· :.~::, ''·.,.· .. ,'''~.;.,.·,•.;.,.•;' :_:, ,•~-'-~r:" • .','.~· .. , ~-- .;.,··.,,.,r~·=·:,-" '. • • 

. ·• lmPaft AE0::. Th~ proposed. Proj~q~would ~ot create a hew source :of s~bstantia_l light or 
;g!ar~, thatwo1,Jld ·p(lve a ;.substantial advers.e effect on:' day·qr' nighttJme views. · . , , 

·•: • • ·; 1,mp"'ct.C-A~:.,.t: Jtie proposed:·P.roj~ct. in cotnbloc;ition Wtth oijier1p~st; pr¢~ent~:or 
' . reasona~ly: for~seeable fut4re projectS woukl not h~\I~ a:cuniulat,ively con&ioer:able: 
: :. con!i:il::>vtJon tci. a significant. ctimula~ive aesihe~ic5 Impact ' . · :~: . . · ... :' , · · . ; ;. ,, · · · 

Ppput~ti~~·~n~ H.Qusi~~· " . '. " ..... ,·. . "· ; . . . ' t {. 

' :.";:.:;:· .. /'.;~:·,,· ..... ·:: ...... ;,:·~:.·~· ·.:; · ... , :. : :~.f,,·'; ·~:;'·,·\.~: -, ,·,.;.,,•i .:'.'.. ' ' - ' 
• · lnjp~ct PH"'.1: Tlie proposed· Project wQulp not indu~ substantial popt.1l~ti9n .growth 

· either directiy. or indirectly. · . ,- · < • · . • · • · " ~ - · 'c· " · · · ··· ·. . . 
. " .: ... > ... -1'':'.'~. -:···, .. _:·: ·~'. ·;[.- ._';~?,';',;-·;·-.~~'.-.- ·'. .. ;···r.· .·>··_.·.:.~ ... ! ... :·· _:> ·.;: ~.1·~-~:.'"t.1·-::,····:l.'.:~·/~: -· ,·_·.~ .. _ . .. ~.:,,,··.~" :··· .·:. 

• ·• · Impact PH-2: The proppsedf~rojei;;t vvould-ngt di~pl~¢~ any e>ei~ting housing units' or 
create. any {:{~ma.pd f9f.'~dditio_nal housing; odiispfaoo sub'staf:itiai'nl.lmbers of people, 

'" ' ,necessitating th~ cori~tructicin otreplacement housing:.' : ' ' ;, ' '• ·.·.' .. · ' ' < ' ' 
:_:I, <.-_,, :·.:·:. ·,.,_( ~.: .. -.-.~. ·~ ~; ..... :":'-.··_·.:·._ ... ·;;. r .;:_ · .... :_ :·~=-" .. , <, .. :·· .. ::i; -·~-.- + _:- ._;j·~ -I .• '~.,..·:<~.! - ·~ ~~· .. : .;:>~ .. =. = .. 

· • . ln:ipi:Jc~ C-f'H71=.']1_e prppq~ea_pn:ije~t in ~om~in~ti()J:l.Wtth otn~~.past, pr~se!h.~. or . . 
reasonably foreseeable' rufure' projects woulg, notJesult in a• c(Jrpul;:itiv,ely consj~erable' 
contribution to significant cumulative impacts on popuiation or hous'lng. ' . ' '' ' 

- - ; .. . -
, .~ ;,;:·· •. ·~· ·.:~ · .f :·.-~ r~ ;' ·-~:· : ... : .. . , .. 

<:;ult~ral ~J'ld P~leont()rOgic~t Res~~r~eS'. · · ···· •· ··· , •.· 
-~- '''·, .··· •·:.::· ·-~,::·-~: .::~.~;.(-

-· "·-

•' frnpact' CP~ 1; '. Tntf pmposed' Prpjecfwould · not~aL1se· a substanti~I ·adverse ch~nge in 
the significance of ari historic 'architectural "rei5ourba; :' : . '' ' ' /, ' ,'''' ' ., ··.. ·. , ' ' ' 
: ·. - • •'., ,.· _.. ·. _:;:_; .:;., >: ~ .. ~ . ., :: ::. ; · .. ". ~ ·~.~. :~.'.: __ ~,','.:: ·· ...,,_·;- • ;r. :, · ,;: .,.J.;-- . >_i:· -.··i ( .=: .. ·-. ·. :: ·:, 

• lfilpact, e-cp., 1: ·The proposeq · PrOJeCt, in ·cotn.b1nat16n With· past, preseot, and 
, . · reason~bly foreseeable Mure p[oj~j;ts ih the yiCin ify; would not re5ul(ih a c'1.frnulatively 

consi~~rab.Je·contributiorifo significant G'ilmulative "impacts: C>ti 6ulfuraitEIBolirc::El_s•or · . 
archaeological resources. · · · · ~: · · · ·' ~ · -·· · rr. ·· ·· ·. · 
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•• ·• _ •• 1-.- • -. J1' 

Transpo~atiqri a_n~ Circulation .. 
. . ,. :· .f 

. . 

• . · The· proposed Project woulcl not result in changes to; air traffic patterns because the, 
'project site is not located Within an aitportland ~se plan area Of hi the Vicinity Of a private 
airstrip. . · · '· · · · ... The: pro~osed Proj~cfWould not su~bstantially increase fratisportation hazards due to:'a 
design foatiJre .or incompatible U$.9s. · · . · · . · " - · · . ·· · 

• lmp:actTR-1:·;lmpl~mentatton.oftheSe~ice Policy·Fra~ework ~nd:th~.T_EP.project 
components.woyld not re$l!lt in construction-related transportation impacts because of 
their ternporary·.ancf Jirnltec;t dur.atio:O. · · · .·. 

• t'rnpactJR-2:; !JTiplernentation ofthe$e(Vice Policy fratnewoi-k Objectives Attirough D 
. woulq: not result in significant impacts. to local·or regional transit, traffic operations; 
pedestrians-and bicyclists; loading; emergency vehicle access, or parking. ' 

• lrnp~cfTR-4i· 1-~~l~mentation of the Policy Frame'J/ork Objeclive A, ActiQns'A. 1; A.2 and· 
A.4, Objective B;Actions B.1 through 8.4, Objective c, Actions C.1 and C.2, and 
Objective· b, Actiohs. D.1 through D.4 woul<f notresult in significant tr~ffic impacts .. 

• Impact TR-s:· Implementation of the Policy Framework Objective' A, AttinnsA\ A.2 and 
A.4, ()bje9ti\fe B, Actions B.1. through BA, Object_iye C, Actibns C.1 anc:l·t.2i Einq· 
Objective D, Action$ D .. 1 ·throughD.4would'r:iot result in .sigriiffcaht loading impacts. 

· • lmpactTR-7: Implementation of all ofthe TPS Toolkit ¢;:!tegoties: Transit Stop. Changes; 
Lane Modifications,. Parking and Turn ·Restrictions, Traffic Signal and Stop Sign 
Changes, and Pedestrian Improvements, would hot restilt in significant frnpacts t6 local 
or regionaltrarisiti p~destrians an~ bicycles,, emergency vetiicle a9ces~·; o(par~ing. 

• Impact TR-9: Implementation of the follqwing TPS Toolkit categories: Trahsit Stop 
Changes •. parking and Turn Restriptlo!]s; and Traffii;: Signal and Stpp Sign Changes, 
woufq not reslilfln sigoifiCant traffic impacts, . · · . . .. · . 

• lrnpact TR-11: Implementation of. TPS Toqlkit elf?memt categorY Traffic Signal ?rid Stop 
Sign Changes would ootresulfirLsignificarit lo13ding impacts. 

•· ·hnpactTR~12:',.1mpleme~tati~n of progra~-1;~~1 Se~c~,.related Capitallmpr.qv~rnents 
projects (TTPl.2f:TTPl.3, TIPl.4, OWE.6, and SCl.1) would not result in signiflcar:it 

. impadts to Jocalor reglomil transit; traffic operation$, p~destrians and bicyelists; loading, 
emergency v~hiGle access., or'parking .. :· .. · , ... . .· . . . . . . 

«'l 

• Impact TR-13; Impiemeotafion ciany of the TPSToolklt ~ategortes: TransitStop 
Chqnges, Lf!ne Modifications, ParJ<ing and T1Jm Restrictic)tis, Traffic $ignaJ and Stop 
Sign Changes, and Pedestrian Improvements along the nine program~level TTRP · 
corridoJ~ woul9 notr~sultin significant irnpactS ~o local. or regional transit; peq~strians 
and bicyclists, emergency '{ehicle access,.C?r parkhg. ·... · 

• lmpa9tTR~ j 5~, jmpl¢!.tnentation qf <jiny JPS Toolkit efetn~nts within the folJoWjng. 
·<;:ategorj~S:Transif Sfop Changes, Parking ancfTurn Restrictiqris, ~nctTraffic $ign~I and 
Stop Sign,CfiangE}s, along the.progcam~level JTRPcorridors would riot result i!l . 
si~riificantimpacts on fra.ffic operations. ' ··· · · · · 
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• Impact; TR".1•7: Jmpfem~ntatioh !of ;any of-the TP$'.TooJkit ~letnenf~ within.the cc1teg6ry . 
. Traffic E)ignal a_n~ stair Sign Ghanges' a!0!19 ·tbe program level "TTRP·corridors would not 
. r5!sliltJ~ ~igr:iifiq~nt loaqing,tmpai::t~~ ·•.·. . · · · . . ·. . '·· . " . , 

- .. ;_._-,°'·~1~l):. !-::-_,,.·:~-·-<:·---·,; ....... :;.~~-.,·.::.1::·':: :::-- _-_~·;.Y::_·. --~ _.-.:,~-'-_i· :_· ... ·. ~ ,; _ ·: _. 

_ • ;.JmpaciT8..,..1~iA111pl~men~tior1'of ~heSeryi¢e·IT:nprov¢men~s or Service Variants would 
. ''not r~sultin signifiqahtlrnpacts 'to lo~h;>~ f.eflie>oal t~ahsit; 'fraffic opf}fatiqns;. 'pedestrians 
and bicyclists, loading, emergenciy:vehiCle access,· or:pa'ficing;· . ::: .· . l '.· .• . .. 

• •. :·· 1tripc;tctTR~19;s1mp1~rnentatioh ~t .rn~ pi~j~~'-teve,1 ·seMc~re1atea C'apifai tmprdvement: . 
. ' ' projects.(TTfL2;0WE.c1~ OWE:tVa'riaht,QWE2;:oyvE.3,:0WEA; OV\IE~5/andSCL.2} 

. woLJld. not re~lJlt -in 'sign,iticaNJri)pact§ ·~Q·.1ocal C>r r~gi.C>naFfransit;: traffic ()p~r~tlons, 
.. p~estrian~ ancl bicyclists, loading, e,mergency:~vehic!e CiCeess; 6(par~ing·.: . · : . . . 

• · lnipactTR~20: .lmpiementa~brtbt tti~pr9j~ct;..1~ierTTRP Mode rat~ Alferiia~ive: i6r ttie 
TTRJ?~J; TTRPJ:./TTRP;N; .TTRP:StrfRP:8X, 1TRR9,'1TRP.14 Variant' t, TTRPd14 
Variant i, TrRRl.22, .1, .TIRP:2a ·,·1', TTRP;30. 1', or.TIRP~11 .. 1 woukl. riot result In : 
~ignificant irnpac;ls To 19~1.orregiohal'trapsiF i; . · :'; ,· · <··•~ _.. - . · ·.· ·, ~ · '·, : .. ,-.. · · ... ·. 

·~·:., lr!lpa~TR~21:\ 1mp1~~~1ltatio6· ~Hh'~. pr~je~;;ievel. rri~p Expahge!r;f A1t~fl1atl.v~f6t the. -
: : TTRP.J, TTRf.L; •TTRP.N; TfRRS; TTRP.8XiTT~P.9; TTRH 14,TTRP;z?_.t, TTRP.22--1 
. .· YarianM ;·TIRP.22, ctVanant2/fTRP..28 '1,. ITRP.30 ''i1; -TTRP:301 :1 Variant·1; ·' ' 

· · '.f:r~F?,s.o_i1 \fariant~(orURP,tf{t,, wquTd · no(resu1tTri significiinliml:>Ci~~·ta jphal or 
reg ion'at trans.it · , • · " ,,, .. · 1 • 

-• . ~ 1mpactt8-22:;. hnpl$m'eHtatiort ~nti·~fPr,oject~!eivel JIRP'.fy1o~~tate~'~erriatlve ~o~th~ 
· TTRP.J,.TIRP.L,-,TJRp.N, TTRP.5;• .. TTRP:8X,·TTRP.9tTTRP:14 Vanant1 1 TTRP.14. 

yarjant 2, rtRp.22_1, TfRP:2a::wtrRP.3d~t·orTTRP.11_1. would havd less"'.than-
. 1 ~~~nlfi~i:l~~ t~~!f!9 . .t~g~·~5. ~~ ?~>s~~~~ In~:r;~~.ipp~ .. "'·~"('';, ,, ..• .,: .. . · , .. , ,; :: .· 

. •• · c, 1~p~ctTR~23:; imple1neNatiti11 ':olttie ptoj~cf-fevl31 TIRR· Bcpandeq AltematiVe' for the 
:•TIRP;J;·TTRP.L,'fT~P.N,,°TTgP.s; TTRP:ax~-TIRe.9;· lf-fRP.28_11; or:tTRP)'1.:21-Viould 

· have less-than-significant traffic 'impacts. at 40 stUdy. intersections; ·. . .. ; 'ti, ;, .. . . - .. ~. . - - . , . . -··· . . ·. - - . ' .. - . . . 

•. :. ·1mpactTR.,.2s;.:.1rnplemehtati6n · ofthe~: project-:l~vef. Tif RPrf~'. ·~xpar1ded Al~erriatwe· wourd ···· 
: . haye less.:.than:.signif.icaflf traffic Uni pacts. ~t19'study: intersections· under. Existing .·plus 
S~r\tiG0 lm·prc)v~mentS,afid. th~ TTRP.1.4~f=XpandetfAlt~rriativf3 conditiOns.:: ' 1,: ·. • • 

. : _ ~- -~c . .·: ~ ·_. ·~·-·.~·,.~·--.·::~_~ ..• ;J,~·::,_~-~--~~:::.·.=:·~-~~:"<~:-:.···s;-~·=0 .·:·~< .... ,··:,-,_,:·'1'_ .• :·:··.·;..,(.';..1,·; ... '?, · 
• Impact TR-29:·. lll)P!~rne11tati9n ofthe project.,J~vel nRP.22_.1. sxpande.d AJ~eniative: .. 

'. W.o.uld ·have. less.;than5signifi¢ant :traffic impags· at1 six srudy intersections tliat Would · 
·, : ·Operate ~t lev~({)f se.i'Yice'(?LOS~f b 'cir bett~rTihC:ler Existing 'pius Se&iee lfr1provements. 

andl?~rr~\·~~t-1,.~~~~~·~t~4~~~~:'c~r4it{ons,'.·:s<·'. : ;' ,":· :.;], '. :J •,, ·_ ·..••. . ·. 
' Impact TR.:.33: _ lnip!emenfation .Of the pr6jecl-lev~I DRP..24.;.:;.tExp?nded~Altematiye 

. V;:irtant 1 W.e>uld have les~~than-signif'.ican.tWiffJ~Jmpa~ at six study-inforsS,ctions that 
· .•would operate:.at!LOS ,Q of better uhderEXi~tirig :plu,s:SefyJce lmprovement~i·anct the, ' 

TIRP;22 1 Expaiiaed AltematiVeVariarif .t:coriditioriS: ', ·> ·, , · .- ... • . ·· ;·· .. ·:~r:;~/ -;.·~ .. : ~; ~·· ::, ···---~~ /.' • ·:: '~,, _;>~ :·;·::.,. :··I~:· l ·(.)~· ~~-< ,_.,.:~,:~- ·::: ~- <":':. ·::·,.:. ··.~:•r.>:·. ~ ,· -~:· 1: :··: .·. ;, ·, -~--~ •' \.'. '.~': 1'~: • '.~•-' .·• 

• . lmpad TR·37: Implementation· of the proje.ct-lev~Ln.RP.2~~1, 8cp~nded,f\lt13m~tive 
Variant 2 Would: ryave tess-than:-sig nificanttraffic hnpads at six study inter~'fjciio~·s· that 

· · wouJd opera~tl at Lb§:p or~ oefter undet·Existlntr plus Seryice, I rnph;>vernerit~ ~nd the ·· 
TTRP.22~1 Exparided AlterriatiVe variant.2'condltions~ : · · :.- ·· '} , : · ,. ,· , ,, · 

·. ·_ . . i ,,. ~.:.~-·-··-·_ .. ,:~;.·'.. :·~.{-;·, ··: ...... ·7··:_::.·· ... ·~;.:~'~,~':_.i .. -~_·: :~ . . ···.<_-,::·'.: ::.,.:.'\ --~·r···.!, - "-".', :>.':~ [ ~".:.· ,_:-,'·::_ .. ~:~_::_,;:'<· 
• JnipaC,t TR,-3_9; lrl)plern~nt~t(ori ofJ!i~ prpjl:!ct~leNelTTRP.~9-1. Exp~fld!;!d Alterri~tiv~ 

would have less~than;,si
1

gnifica'rlt traffi.cimj:)aCts at'~ine study intersections thafwould 
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,-qP.erat¢.at LQ$:b or; betterunder.E.xisting plt,1~ SeNice lmpro\iements~rid the,~ .. 
. _ _ . TIRg30.:._ 1 Expanded Alternative conqitions, · · -· ·· ' ' 

• • lnipact TR-41: lrnplementatii:>rr O.f the project..:1~vel TJRP.30_ 1 E;xpanded Alter11alive 
. , _v~riant 1-WQUld IJave les~~tna,ri-significant traffic· impact~ at iline study in~ersections that 
. , -.;. ,- . would operate. at LOS p Qf bette(under Existing plus Service f mprovements and the 

. nR·P.30_1 Expanqed Alt~riiatiye Vanant 1.qonditioq~~ , ·. · · · 

· ·. •. -lmpact_TR-43:. Jmpl1?mentation of the. prbject7fevel TIRP.30.:_ 1' Expanded Altemative 
. Vadant-?\voqldhave less~thari~si~nificant traffic impacts at nine study interse.ctlom;·that 

·· · W<m!d operate at LOS-p or be!ter. uncter Existing plus Service Improvements and the 
TTRP.30..:.: 1 Expanded Alt~rnativeVariant 2 cof1ditions. - : · · 

.-. · Jnip;:ict TR:.M; filJpl~ment~ttJon of the proJect-levelTTRP Modetate Alternative for the 
TTRP:J, TTR.P.l,i, TTRP.N,TIRP;5, TTRP.8X,TTRP;9, TIRP.14 Variant1, TTRP:14 
Yarlant .2,. ITRp.22_ 1,. TTRP.28 ...:.1,, TTR.P.~O .... t, .or TIRP. 71_1 w¢uld not result. in 
significant impacts.fo pedestrians and :bicyclists> , . · · · , 

• ·•·· Im pa, ct JR-:45: Jmplementation ofthe project:-levet TTRP Expanded Alt~rhative for the 
TTRP,.); 1.TRP.L,.T;TRP. N; TTRP.5, TTRH8X1 TTRP.9, TTRP.14, TTRP.22_ 1, TTRP.22:.J 
Variant 1, :rrRP,22~ 1 Variant 2, TTRP;28_ 1 E'xpanded Alternative, TTRP.30.::_ 1, - · 

. TTRP;~p _1Ncirif:lnt 1, TTRP. 30~1 Variant2;_ or,TIRP, 71 _ _:1-would not result in 'significant 
impacts to pedestrians and bicyclists, . . ··' 

•. ; 1m·p~ct TR-46; · tmpJementation ,Qfthe projei:;HeveJ TIRP Mo~erate Alternative for the 
TTRP,J,.TIR-B.L.: TTRP.N, TIRP.5; TTRP.8X, TIRP.9, TTRP.22-.1; TIRP.28_ 1, or 

. TTRf\71..;...1 W.~1Jld. not result in slgnifi~ant loadinQ impacts~ . · , 

• tmpactTR~47: Implementation oftheproject-levelTTRP Expanded Alternative for the 
·TJRf>,J, TTRPL~ TTRP.N, TTR.P,5, TTRP.8X, TIRP.9, TTRP.22.....; 1,. T1RP.22_ 1 Variant 1, 
TTRP:22_ 1 V;arjant 2,,'TTRP.28'..-1, or TIRP. 7,1::_ 1 would not result in significant lo~dlng 
impacts. , .. · .. . 

. • lmpactTR-55:' Implementation otthe project-level TTRP Moderate Alternative tor the 
TTRP:.Ji.TTRP.L, T"T:RP.N, :ITRP;5,TTRf'.8X •. TTRP;9, TTRP.14 VarianM, TrRP.14 
Variant2,. TTRP.22_t,TTRP .. 28.::._1,TTRE30.__.1; orTTRP.71..;;1 would not r~sult .in 
signific;arit irn.pacls OD .emerg.en~w veh:lcle access; 

• · lrnp~ctTR-56:~ lrtipl~m·entation of th~ project-level TIRP, ;xpanded Alternative for the 
TTRP.J, TTRP;L, TJRP.N, TTRP.5',·TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, .TTRB 14, TTRP.22:., 1, TTRP.22_.1 
Variant 1, TTRP.22_1 Variant2)TTRB.28_1, TTRP:30.:J, ITRP.30 .... J Variant 1, 
TTRP.30:._ 1 Variant 2, or TIRP. 71_ 1 would not re~ult in s.ignjflcant impaqs on . 
emergency vehicle 'acceSs~ .. ·. . • .. . . ,•; . . '." , :. . • . . . .· 

.,,· .• · ' J.· '. ..•. :·:.<.""':·::·~~ ·~·,.-: ·'"· .. ~::.-.':·· J:.···.·: ·,··•I , 

• lmp~ct TR..:51·: lmplemeotatio.n o.f the pi;oject-level TTRP Moderate Altern;:iUve for the 
TTRP.J, TTRP-LiTTRP;NiTTRP.5, "["(RP.BX, TTRP:9·, TTRP .. 14Variant1,nRP:14 
Variant 2, TIRP~22_ t ITRP.28'-1; TTRR30_ 1, oi"TIRP.71;,_1 would' not result in ;:i 
$igniry?antparking imp.;~~- . _·· .. :· .. ·. ·- -.··. · · · · · :1 

; ,. .',: • '- , •• 

• Jmp~cl TR-$~t lrnplementati~n of th~'proj13ct-le\le1 TTRP EXp~~aed Alternative for the 
TTRP:J, TIRP.L; TTRP.N, TTRP,5; TTRe~axrnRP.9, nR.P.14;·TTRP,22_J, TTRP.22;_ 1 
Variant 1, TJRP.22_.,1 Variant 2 .. TTRP.28...:;1; TJRP.30_ 1, DRe;~Q_1 Variant 1, . 
TTRP.30.:.:_ 1 Variant 2,. or TTR~ 71-'-1 woulq not result in a !5i9nific~rit parkingjmpact. 
• "-.~·. ,. '. • .' . • . • ' ·~. • ., • • ; ... ;. . . . ;. • .. . I . ' 
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• · lmpactc> TR4; lmplementati~m of the Seniice lmprovenients~or ServlceVariants, in 
corri~inatjeit1 witp, past~ ptesel'lt arid. re~~on~bly foreseeable. developm.ent in $arf 

· Francisco, woyld: not contribute consider,ablt to ni:ters.tiip af1h0 regiona' transit 
.· screenlines·onAC Tran~it, Caltfain, Golden GateTr~hsit,'Sa111Trar1st a·nd•other regional 
fer:iy sen/ice, under 2035 C9mu_I~tive. plµs• $ervie;e lmproveme~t~ p~ly cqnditions,' . . 

. .. .. __ . ., --..·._-: . ' ··. · .... '.• ~:~;_ ..... - ... · •. _· ·. ·.· : ·. . --~--- -~-··': ' ·:': ·- '··i.·-.·~.- ... ·: ·-:: .•• ·:.-; . __ .. ·_ •;' ;. ':. · .. 

·· · ~ · ~ ·tmp~ctC-TR-5:'~,l°hE;lTPST~olklt el~rnents as: appliedJrHhe prqgram~level TTRP· · 
. : (?orridors, and Senric~ lmprovei:n~nts with, the TJRP M9oe.h~te'Ait~iii~tive\~C:n~IQ not 

~ontribµte considerably to ridership atthe regioriaJ transit screenlim~s on AC Tr~nsit, 
Calfrain, Golden Gate Transit,· samTrans/ancfother regional .ferry>seiVice undet2035 

· Ci:J1J1lilative plu~ se.rYiG0: frriprqverneil~s a6d the. tr.RP Moderate Alterri~tive ·C()ncUtions, 

• iMP~~c-r:R~s: ·The fps 'lqri!kit ~!~~eht~.~~·'·a~P.Ji~d i.n.'. p~o~ta~~le":eiD,'~e t()rridors, 
_:and ·servi,ee lmpro~emen~s ~ith the T;TRP. Exi;>ahqed Alterna"ve, ir,i co~binati<;m with 

' past, present ~nd. reasonal?!Y fciresee~ble developn,u~nj.in San Franci~CO; .woulc;t not 
c;qntribute considerably to l'!dership' at th~ regloiial transit screeniines 'ohAC Transit, 

·•.· Caltrail1; GqldenGate:Transit,' Sai:nTra11s;: a.rid ·:o~e.r regional.fe,...YseiVicetJr,ider 2035 
cumulative ·plus Seritice Improvements :and'tiieiTTRP Expanded Alternative· conditions; 
~;',~·,'·.,~; .,·~-· ,.·~,' ;·. !·'·:·".·-·-··q·,_. ~ .. · .. ~ .-.·.· .. '.:i·>_'-:'·, '. ·~··r··::' ~- ,'~:: .. ;:·~·'.-·,.·-~:-·;:_ .. ,':·: 

• . 1,rpp~ct ~JR-~: 1!11P!eq,.~~~Ci~'6n ~pne ~~fY!~e F'<?.licy F~~ew,<:>r~ Q!:>j.~~iy~ Ai ?:\c:tions . 
· A.1, A.2 ancl A.4, Objective 8, Actroni; .B.1 through 8.4, Objective .C. A<::trons. G. t and C.2, 
'.··~nd.'db]~bti~e 1:): A~ions · pAJhrp~gh ·q·.1.an~ finyi?,{~~rr,9'.T9~fkft elerreni~W)thin 
· 'categories: 'transit Stop Ch'M9es; Pa~irig ~1;1d.Turn Restriptiorjs, an.d. Traffic Signal anc:I 

- · _ · · . .' )" , . • • -'· . I ::_ · --;- :, , - -· · • ;.,.. ' f • • -' '~ • -- • - - • ., .: ."·· ~ : -., • 

Stop Sign Changes, in combination with past;. present: atld reasonably· foreseeable 
··. cf~velopfi.ie11t in §an Fra.ricisco, *ould :haye· les~:..'tlJ.an:'signlfica11t traffic irrtPiacts, unqer 
. 2035 Cumulative plu$ Serlice Improvements and.the TTRP' Moderate Alternative 
. cc»nditi'ons, and-therefore would nofcahtribUte to any significant cumulative traffic 

·.i~~a~~s~ ... · :_! .· •.. '..:'i' ... . :;.;·/,.· ,!r···.~· 7,:'• .. _ , .. · ;'.,'··· ..•.. ·.· .c'.:,: . 

"~ 'Jmp~ct c;.TR-10: lmplei:.ientatio_n;of th~ Se"'.ice P<:>IJ<:Y rr.~111~r'9r1<9bj~?tiveA, ~cfions 
· A.1, A.2 and A.4, QbJectrve 8, Actions 8.1 through El.4, Objective C, Act1c;ms C, 1 ijlllcf 0.2, 

· arid Objecti)le D, A~tions 8;1 ~hrougr D.4 a~·d any of the TPS Toolkit elements within 
, cat~or.ies:Transit Stop_ Chan9~s •. ParkJng·~nd Tllr!l RestriCtions, and;Traffic Si~frial and 

: ··Stop<SigriCliang~s; in.cori\bhi~tiori wiiji'p(lst;'·pr~seilt and reasonably forese~able . 
qevel()pfue~t iri •san Frar:icisco;"wouJd.have''les$:thari.:signifiC:ant traffic i{Tlp~cts· under 

· 20_35 Gumi.Jlatiye·plus S~rvi~ lriiprov~m~nts"and the: TIRH i=;cpahded Alteriiati~e 
· . · , conditio,nsi ancj th~refore would .not Gontribute. b any: significant cumulative traffic· 

, , i~p~ct:;., · .... ,. ,•., , .. . · .. · · . · : . . · ,
1
· . • . 

~ ., Jmpa~ c:rR;11: .!mpletn~ntation .of th:~ Service lrriprovemerits or ·ServfceVari~n!s. in . 
. ; ,' .. comcinatiolJ with past; present and reasonably foreseeable d~ve!()pment in San' . 

. ' '.Francisco; wqul~ have !ess-:than::signific~uittraffit imp~ct.s .under 2()35 Ciil"(lulcitive plus 
· .. S~rvice· Improvements.only ·conditions; and. therefore would not contribute to any . 

signifi~ntcumul~!ive tr~ffic impE!~ts'. ; · ' :-1 > . .· . . . . . . .. '. . . . 

• lmpa~ ~n~ .. 12: frnplement~ti.on of the TTRP ·Mtid~;r~te .A.it~rri~tive 'tcirth~ ITRP.J~. 
TJRf.>.L,;JJRP.N, TTRP;S~ T:fRP;BX, ·HRf,9, TIRp;·14Variant1, TrRP: f4 Variant 2,," 
TTRP.22~ 1-.. TIRP.~B,;_ 1, TfRP.30~1. orTTRe1121 Vl(oµld tiave.tess-than~signifi~ht 

·· ·traffic:linpacts· uoder 2.035 Cumulative plu$ Seriicehnprovements ·and the TtRP 
Moder~t~ AiterriaWe.-cqric:litjqns;· and therefore wo4ld not. contribute to any signffieant 
cumulativ~ traffic impaqts~ 
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• lmpac~ C:-TR-38:: Implementation of _the TTRP ExjJandecfAltemative for the ITRP.J, 
TTRP.LTIRP.l\liTTRP.5,TTRP.8X~JTRP,9;TTRP.14,·TIRP.22_1,TTRP.22_1· 
Variant· 1, nRp,,22~..tVariaht 2;, TrRP.28~1 ! nRP.30_ 1) TIRP.30_ 1 Variant 1.,. 
TTRP.30..:..1 Variant 2, or TTRP.71_1,. in combincdlon with past, pre~ent a.nd rec;lsonably 
foreseeable :development in San l=ranciSco, would not contribute consfderat>ly to 
significant <?l!mulative traffj-cJmpactsat 16 stu~y intersedi()n~ tti;atyvquld. op~rate at ~OS 
E or LOS f ·linaer 20-35 Cumulative pl.us $er\tice hnprc;>vements and.· the TTRP Expanded· 
Alternative conditions. · . · • · · · · · · · . 

•. Impact C-TR~3~:' l,m~JementatiOn ofttle, TTRP Expanded Alternativ~ fo'r:t1Je:TTRP,J1 

TTRP.L, nRP;N, TTRP:s, TIRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14, TTRP.22.:...1; TTRP . .22_1 Variaht. 
1, TTRP,22_ 1 Varjant 2; TTRP.28_jr TTRP.30'"" 11 TTRP;3CL..1 Variant 1, URP.30_ 1 

. 'Variant 2, or TTRP.71_1 would not result in significant qurnulative traffic impacts at.48 
· study iiltersedions that would operate at LOS .D drbefier t,1hder 2035 Cumulative plus 

··· Sery1Ce Improvements c:ind the TTRP E.xpgnded Altern~tiv~ conqitions, . . 

• !~pact c~ rr¥40:· lmple~entation of the Service Polic~· Frame~ork and any of the TPS 
Toqlkit: elements within categ·ories: Transit Stop.Changes, ·l.,ahe Modiflcations;·Parking 
and Tum Restrictions; and Traffic.Signal an!.i Stop $ignCJ1anQes; and Pedestri<!n 
lmP.r()yem~nts as appliedin program..:1evelTJRP corridors; Seivicelmprp\fein~nts or 
ServfceVaiiants, and. Servite~relateq Capital lmprov~m¢nts1 in cornbihf.itjc)ii with past, 
present arid. reasonably: foreseeable· devek>pm~flt. in San Fran~isco, wo1J'i(I have less ... 

' tha~~significant curnL1lative pedestrian ctnd bicycle impacts~. • ' 

• Impact C-TR-41 ~. lmplern.entation of tile Service Improvements or. Servi.ce Variants and 
the project-level TTRP Moderate:Alternattve for the: TTRP,~; TTRP.L1. TIRP.N, TTRP.5, 
TTRP;8X/ITRP.9, TTRP;·14Variant1 and TTRP Variant 2, DHP.22--1, TTRP.28:__1, . 
TTRP. S0_ 1; or TTRP, 71._ 1, Jn combination with past;: present and reasonably · 
foreseeable .develOpment in .San Francisco, would have less-than-slgnificanf cumulative 
pedestrian .a!Jd bicycle impacts. ;.; · · · ·· · 

• lrnpact C-TR-42: Implementation of the Seniice Improvements, or Service Variants and 
the prQject-level TTRP Exp(lnde<;f Alternative for tne TTRP.J, TTRPLt TTRP.N, TTRP.5, 
TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP,14, TTRP;22_1, TTRP22_;_1. Variant 1. TTRP.22 .. J Varianf:21 . 

nRP.28_1, TIRP:3b_1, TTRP;30_1Variant1, TTRP.30.:::_1Varianf2, orTIRP.71 .. J, in 
combination with pa~ti. present and reasonably foreseeabfe devetopment ih san 

, Francisco, woµld haye. less-than-significant cumulative pedestrian and bicycle impacts~ 

• lr:npa.c.t C-TR-46: · lrnplem(;}ntation of the Policy Framework Qpject!ve A).,Actions A.1,_ A2 
and AA·, Objective B, Actions B.1 through $.41 Objective c, Actions C.1 and C.21 and 
ObJective D" Actions D.1,through D.4, 'TPS Toolkit Cate9ory traffic Signal and Stop Sign 
Chang!;}.s as. applied in prograrn-1¢vefTTRP cqrridors-, Service lrnproverl;l,ents or Service 
Varlarits, and Service-related Capital Improvements, in combination with past, present 
and reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco; wooid have less-thaq-
$jgnific~nt ~umulatjve loading impacts. · 

• Impact c~ TR.-47: lmplementatioh ofthe project-level D"RP Moderate Alternative for the 
,TTRP.J, TTRP.L, TTRP.N, TTRP:5, TIRP:BX,. tTRP.9, TTRp;22 .... J, TTRP,,28...; t' or 
TTRP. 71 _.1, in combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable development 

.. ii"! Sai:l Frandsco; Would have l~ss~than".'i;ignrncant cumulative,. loading impacts. ' . . . . . . . 
; ,- . 
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• .~. lmpc;1ct QTR~~;. IP1Pl~roehtatiof1 ()f,the proJect-level,TfRP·~X{lallgect Affernative far the ., 
TIRP~j, TTRP.~.:nRP;N, TTRP~S; TTRP.§X; TIRP.:9/'.fTRp;22_Jj'TIRP.22.~J VariC111l1. 

· , · .. ·· :TTRP.22.i1Variant 2;.TJRP.28~); .orT'fRP.7.1 ... J., ih combihationwithpast; present and. 
·:. ·.· ; ~reasc)rat>lyJ6r~eeable.dev~i9Pll'.!~ht ir1.si:frt Franc:isct{ wo~!d ~aye less.;than-sjgnlficant 

~um(j£~tive loadi.ng impacts; ; /~ . ; ,.. , . · · · · . ·< . , \' 
· · · · :·: , ·. . .. . .. . .~-::~ ... .1.: ,1 , ••• : :~ ... r : ~··. :( _.1 ~.:.:.. ·-' ., .• : ··;·":~.. • 

• {mp~qtC-TR-50: !rnp!em~nt(itior{P.f .the SerifiG0 Pol:icy'Frar.Ti.eW(:>rk ·q6jectiveA:·Act.ions 
. A.1'1 A.2,,andA.4, Objective a all <fotions·,. Objective .. C, Actions·C.1·and C.2; and .. , ..... ; . 

Objective D all: actions,. and any of the TPSToolkit elements within categories: Transit 
· StQp, Charige.s andTraffic Si9DC!l Cil}d st~>'p; Sign, Cnang~,g· and. Pe.d~triatr. I mprov~ments 
as applied .. ,n program~leyel URP corridors. Se_rvice lmptov:ements; a(lcfService~relat~d .. 
C~pitar 1iN:>r9vetiforits, in combination with' pas.(preseilt a~d· r~as~n.~bl¥ ~ores9,~able 

·. ·· dev~lopmenHh Sari· Frart¢isco·; wqula have ~1e_ss'"tftah:-sign1fi¢ant ci.Jm~latiye!" par~ing 
• impacts. · :.: ··' ·.· · ' ··· · ·. " ., · :· " · ·· ~ .·· ... · · . · ,. · '. , . .· ' - · . .. " 
> '··: '::1 ~·~-. ~·'.):'.~ .. ·-..':::· .. ( ,.·_.·.i ..... ~i · .. ;, ~ .-... >·~ .,·_::·'.-, <· .. :·:':~ ·."'·. -.·,~····· .=·· 

. ~' , !mi:ia~ yTR-.51;. l91P,lerl)e,Qt~ti9n qt~h~ prpjept-level U,RP Moderate Altemativefqr tf)e .· 
·TTRP.-J, TTRP.L.;TTRP.·N~· TfR_p..s·;.·TIRP-~ax,.JTRP.B(TTRP.22°: 1,. TIRP.2a,· 1,,\· - I .. 

'TTRP.JQ~ 1; ~r ·TTRP)\j I in c6m~ination, with. pa~~.·. pr~~~nt and reaso!iai>iY' '' ' ' ' 
.. · fcifeseeable. developrrlent in San Frcindsco,: woulq have' le~s~th~fr·$ignificant 'clJ,mulative 

·.·.:~·~a~m~?~~W~c~~~Cc··~.-,: .,, .. :,.· .. ···;_··.·. ·r .... ; ' .•• ~:: .-':.;':_··)·.·.··.,·•···L·· ... ··.· 
• · ; lrnp~c.t <:rTR~5~:_•, l,mplememtation gf the proje~t-levelTTRP E:waaded Alternative for Uie · 

TTRP.J, TTRP.L, TTRP.N.TTRP.5, Tf;~l?.~~;JTRP.9,~TT~P.14,:TTRf~28_) ,TJRP.3d;_1, 
ITRP,30;_ 1V~riant 1, TlRP.30 ,.....1 Varj~nt. 2, or TIRp, 71_ 1; in .comb,inatipn, Witl"t. p~st, . 

· · presenFaiid reashnablyfrireseeable Hevelopment ih Sari Francisco, would have less~ 
th~r1isi9nificanfcurill11at!ye'

1

parking lrnpaci~:"~· · , , · ., ''..: · , · · ·· 
•,:; ·'/··~,>""'·~·, .... ~:··,:'1·' . ·:,:~·. :· t: .'. ···~;;: ..... ··.~!-.· .. ''!·, . ..~··.j ~ .··~ . 

Noisfi a~dVibiation. · ) ' ' ' ' :. . ~·· . . . ··; .... ;·:· : ; . ; . 

-~:"")\:-~'<··~-:.\..:~.'~··.~>· ':' ·1;, .. ..;1 .. .':2~''.: ... ·':.,'.' .... ·< .... :II; ... · ... \,-· 

• T.~e prtjposed Project is not ioectt¢ci withtn' ari :akpo'rt'.ian~· lise pla_n ~rea, Wit!ilri tWo mile~ 
. · ofa.pl!blic qrpl;Jl:ilicjJseairp,ort,.or in ~evicinity .Qfa priv<ilte ~i.rstr,ip; and thE:l~fpre. woul.d 

· , ~ . · ,. - ·.. I \._ . ··· ., ...,.. .. ,. ':1 : ·. • . · ... ..l . . ,. •. ·. ~. ,.· __ . ,.. 1 , .. , . . . •• .• , .. , . . . .· . , . __ . •. • 

·"' , '19'·~.~po~~ pe()el~ r,esjding .9r work.ir:ig_. ir:Hh~ pr()Je:ct are~ tQ. ex:ces~iy:~,noi~e ,,{e)(~ls, 
. . , . · '· . _ :. · . ·· . ' '".. . ". ·, -· :, '· . . · . . ~: , '::.' 7. . . .. ·, .. : ;' -. ; i: .: .• . ' .· ; I; .·. 1' ;f .. ;. ; : ~J' .. : ,, 

• Impact Ne:.1 :' Gonsbuction activities; occ:urriljg' indirl;Sctly· as· a ·result of the 'pr(> posed 
Se,rvlcef>ollcy Framework, and as proposecfuriderfheTEP fortflEi:

1seiVice ··•····· ::.• 
·:_:I ~pr9y~m~rit5 ~n.~-,9~ivJce.V~n~nt§,-s~iViR~ielat~<t QaPii~1 .. lrtmrcm~menfs; ~n.ct Tf RPs 
· .. aD~LJ. I f{~}(aria,n,t~.)v991~. nP~ ,.r~~u.lfirJ~ .sup.st~n~\al !~mp()r~rY:,o.r,P,~rigqiq~ Ir.tcr~r:l~e in 

. , . ,, ne)i,se, 1.~Y~ley aqo'(~· e,xi~!!rig .a.mbienf9pndittor1~. • c . . . . . . ..·. , , : i :: .••. , , • : : , 
', · .. 1: ,.:;>: ~~:· ·_ • ,· ;.; ... _,· ... · I : ,._I'~ ·~· .. ·.·.:»--,;,~:·,,,:,;\'.< ·~·· -- ~ ·':": .···~-1>-- •;• ~ ,' .. ' ' ',' .·· 

•' · Impact N0:'-2; Construction activities •. ·occurring indireGtlY a~ a res·µ1tof the prop9$ed 
. · · · servlce Policy .Framework, ahd as proposed ~nder theTEP for the Ser\.llce • ! ' · · · · 

· ....... · f mprqv,~llj:~nts ~n<:f .S,er'{ic~ Vari~nts~ §~r,vi9,e¥r~l~,t~d <;;api,al, .lIT!PfC>~~m~nts,,.ctnd TTRPs 
~-nd .n.~f'.l ya~i(in.ts; w91Jl~pot.expose p¢r~9ps; ~nff, .. s,ryctµre~ to· e>sc.~~iv~. terrlporary 

. grourict-:b9('ne yiQr.c:ttio!l <>rnr9u!ld-_ppme r:toJ!?e Jevels.: '·:;: .. . .- < , , :. . .. ' 
•. ,. 'i ' . I I . ,. . > ~ • , • •• - • - ., • • • , ••• t, I • · . : ,.- • •. .· - ' . . · 

4! •• dfupact N0~3:· 'The prdROSed Service Policy: Prarnewotk ~nd op;eratfon of th~· s~fvjce 
· · lrnprqvernents and~$e!VI~ v~'iiaots would'not're~ult 1n·a ~substatj~~iJn~~ea~e· lr;i . ~. . 

permapent noise Jev~ls along affected tran.sit roiJles above existing' ambient conditions, 

... ·. r~p~ci N0~4~ The' p~oP.asefd s~rviG·e: pol.icy Fram~\ivork ~l1<fthei.'serv!t~·1rnpr~Vements 
· aha s·erviceVai-iahts proposed by ,tfle-TEP V/9~1~ not expose peOple, tp or:' generate 

'·. ; e)ccessive $i'6und-bbhle 'vibratiori or noise levels alon£faffected trahsltroUtes. ' 

19.' 
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• · 1mpact:C-N0•1: ·The Ser\lfce. Policy Framework andthe.rionstruction and operation of 
"the proposed TEP/indµqing Seryice lmp.rmierhents and S~ryiceVariants~ Semllce-· 
refat~d CapitatJniprov~rnemts1 arid TTRPs and TTRP Vc:i'riants, in combination with other 
past; preserit, or reasonably foreseeable future' projects, wo.uld not increase construction 
noise and vib.ration or operntionar noise a,lid vibration levers along ~ffeq~d transit routes 

. , substanti_ally abov~ existing ~.mbientcondition~, .·,; 
- i . ~--. . l ";> ..... • .,_ : • • • • ·( ··~ "_ • ., • : • • -. ••• • 

_._!' 

~ _-,·: ... 

Air Quality - · · · ·· '.. - ... 

• ·The proposed Projeq wo~ld hot resuffin signifjc~nt ocf()r i'rn(iacts. 

~ Imp~¢! Aa:.1; The serJic~~ Pblicy Frarr1~wdrk ancYc·onstructi;ri activities proposed under 
. the Service lmprovemerit~rcmd Service Varl~nts; serviCe-r~lated Cc;ipitar Improvements; 
and TTRPs and TTRP Variants would not 'result in a· .violation of air qua.:ljty standarqs or . 

. ·· contribute substantially fo an exi"sting gr projected air quality violation; nor would it result 
in a· cumulatively consid~rable ·net in¢rease of criteria. ai.r pollutants, for whi~h th~ project 
region is h nonattainmerit underan applicable ambient. air ·qu.aljty ~tandard. ·. 

• ·Impact A0-2: .· Th.e ~E;irviee P~licy Fra,mewor:k and constru~tion (lctivities proposed under 
the Service Improvements and Service Variants, Service--relcited C~pital lrnpro\fements, 
and TIRPs .anq TIRP Variants would not gen~rate emis9ioris of PM~.s .and toxic air · 

·· cont;:iminants,including diesel p~rticulate· 111atter, at l~vels that. would expqse sensitive. 
· 'receptors to SiJ_bstanfial pollutant: OQhcentr~ti(!ns. . • . . ,., , 

.~. • lmpact',A.0.,3:-l:h~ ~ervicE?'PoJicy Frame~ork C!nd the.propo~edproject;-levE;l! Servjce 
Improvements and Service Variants in 6ornbiqation with ttie URf?s anct TIRF Variants 

. Wot,ild not result in a violation of air quality statidards. or conftibute substantially to an 
existing or proje~e(t. air quality. vi_olation nor res11lt in a cumulatively considerable n_et 
increase of any criteria air pollutant for which the project region is in nonattainment 
undera!l applica!:>le ambjent air qu·ality $t9ndard. , 

· • · Impact AQ-4: The Service Policy Frarri~Wo'rk and proposed project:.1evel Service 
lniprnveinents and Service Variants Would 11ot generate emissions of PMi~s and toxic air 
contaminants, }nclL1ding diesel particulate matter, ~t levels that wpuld e~pqse .s~n.sitive: 

· ·receptors fo s.uJ?stantial pollutant cciriceritrations. · · . 
. . ~ 

• hnpactAQ~5: Th~ Service Policy.Framewor:k, and construction arid open;iticin of the 
proposed TEP, including_ the Service Improvements and Service Variants~ Service~ 
relC1ted Capital Improvements, and TTRPs·.a.nd TTRP Variants,· wouid not contHctwith or 

. obist(UCt implern~ntation.of. tl;leZ01p C!~an Air Plan, ;the .B.ay Area's applicable air quc~llty 
plan; .... ,. . . , ·'· .... '· :· . . 

.. . 

• Impact C~P:-Q:,.t; The S~rvi~e Policy Framework, and construction and qperatioil of the 
·• proposedTEP, inCluding the Sefvice Improvements' and Service Variants; Service~ 

. related Capital improvements, ana TTRPs arid TTRP Vanants, in tombin~tion with. past; 
~ present and re~sonably foreseeable futur:~ projects, would notres41t in a c.umulatively 
' conskterable n~t 'iricrease of any criteria air pbllutant for wnich the( project r~gion .is in 
' nopatt~irime.nt !]~d~r applic-~ble am~ient airquallty:.~tantjatds. '. .. •. 

• · Impact C.A.Q-2:The Service Policy Framework, and construcUon and operation~ofthe 
propo~ed.tEP; incluc;fing the ServiC~ Improvements and Servi¢e Variants, S~Mce.:. 
related Capital Improvements, and TTRPs aQd TIRP Variants, in c;qrpbinatioli ~ith pqst, 

. ~ ' .. - , ' . . .. 
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pr:es~ht:and rea~ort~bly f6r~~eeable ftitur~ project~~ woui~ t10t generate ~erhisSic>hs bf .. . . 
+ ,. PIVIH anc~ toxic air c;:ontamiticirits.: jncb.iding qie~~! p~rtic1Jl9tE;! matter;, at J~yels.thcitwould 

expose" seh,sitiv~receptors~ to. subst§lnti.al pollutant concen~ratioris.:' . . " • . .. . . 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
. . 

•..• r~P.~c:t q:GG~J: . ]:h~ p~~}J~~e.ci. Prpj~~t Vfiould, g~r~rat~ ~r~~n.ho~~¢ g~~ ·~111i~~i9~~i: RUt . 
· npt in levels.that Vle>tilp r~ll!rin a. sigi"tificatit ·imp~~ gn thE;!,"eJwironmen.t. t;ir 9onfl.ict with 
.· .~rr. '.p,~1i8Y· 'R1~r·;·,~~reQ~Jaijon ;~q9pte9· t~r th~ PWRo~·~;~?~ reµu~ir~ g~~enh9u~~ .~as · 
ernrssrons. · .: ·· ' · · · · · ·. · · ·· · · · · · · . " ; .· . :-.... . . 

'· 

. : . . . . ' ' ' . . . 

• ·-· c • ;:··l·,;'.·;.,;~;.~;·~-i"~i/'f.· ;::1.. ·+~ .. .. :-~-·- ·"-; . ·::'; .... ,. .... ·-.; .';.,-~, :·, 1·L::l:; ~~:.: ... ~:·~ '" ·: .. ··· · ·-.. ->~t··· _,-~-: ·- _::.· .. 
• · ln:ipa9t)l~~,~.t:. Jh~ P[OP(?§eci Projeci ~PHld)iota,~et~r:id~ i~ aJnarin~~.that;VJoul9 

• substanti,ally affe~tpublic areas, ·. ·· · . · · 

• · lm:pact W$~~;The proposed Projectwoµld not: cr~~t~ new shad9w th'at sljbst~ntii31W' · 
affects outdoor recreation facillties or other: public .iareas •• ; . . .. ·.· . : ; . ···. . : 

. ~ --~ ,._ · .. i" . 
. .1: 

: 4, 

. } '· ... 

Recreation . ; ·:·:;·,.-:. ,. · .. :; . ""·. 
j ·' .' ~- • • - ' • 

. ,, ·'_'·~:~-'~>'~ ·:·-,~_:;t:.-:-~::.'/ ;~: ... ~'"::.::'~·-1 •.::. '} '.~)":~--· .. : -~ :··:~:~;,. ~-",' .L·~1'\'" .. ··<-·.;·~-·.··· .•. -.~:·.,?· .·~':( ;_.·~ --.:·· ;,·. 
'· .. ~ •··'·< !!1}P~Ct Rg~ 1:; RE.=,.~: ·Ttw pr,9p9~~:f:'roj~t:t ~oyld r'}qtJ~µlt in w~ ipcrea.~eq.u~~ ;Qf .. '' 

existing n~ighb.orho()d or r~ional-.parks.9t.otn~rrec:reiati(>nJacilitles such thatsubstantial 
physica(dete~!:)r~~(}n WOUid otciinJ.r,be aceeleral¢_g,.JlOr!r~ult~in ,the d~gradatior! of · 

. . recreational resources .. 
'{:~5'.:J.~-~.< 1 ~ .. ~:-__ ,-~-;/~:-<:15-t,<..~'.:.;·~·_ .... -~-1·i-.··.:'" ......... ;. r __ '.·:·.·i.-:_: .. : . 

• lmpagt RE:.2:.c);_~~ i>rqp9!i,aj, Pr!Jj~c.:t; V'941c;t riot. inc!l!~~ recJtEatlon.at facilitie$ qrt~uire 
. the construi::tiorfor expansioriofrecreational facilities thatmight have an· ~(jv~fse . 

physicaleffecl on the, environment. ' . .. ' . . ,,, ' ~' o' ~· ; 

• J,mpact C:RE-1; The proposed project in combinati.<m with pttier past; present, . or' '•·. 
-.reasonably forese~ableifµture~pr:ojects·would fiat 'result in ·.a' cu·mulatively considerabl~-. 

. . . · cc)ptribµtiontc;>·sigf1ificant :fa.iml.ilative inip?1ets: ori rec~~ation. · ·. ·," 1 ·" ' , · , • 

• -~~; ... !) ·~ ~··:_._.' t."·/_' ·:-:,_ ... "~-\ : :<)"i--·-·-.;-·.'_:~ ... i.·:·\·-;: ::··-. ·;~ ·:. f: ·>-' 

UtiJlti1a5 and Services ~ysterri~ · < ·' " , · · : · .1·~ · , , : , < : , > 
• •• . . . t -

',: ··.~ - ::_ > :~J.'._'·-:.7"~ ·· ';.\· - •, ., • l /,.::e- ~:: >~-' .··• -. .' • :~. ·• ·~ •.\ .. /I<:;~·;\: _i : .. -.. ~I.; /'«(,f'l; ·,.) : .' .i ';" f- ?·} ~ .. - ( ..... ~,: 
-~ · lmpactUT-1, UT,.2:The proposedcProjeciwould notex_ceed.the wastewater.treatment. 

· ~eci1J\reme~tscc>f t~e' 8_e9i9na1_yv~for 9~~ifi~. _cc;~~oJ B.o"~rd;'. 're$1.i1fin;~ -~~tE?rn1i_n_at_icm. th9t 
1the wastewatertreatmeiit provider has inad!:!quatfj'.capacity to s_erve the 'project; qr ·· 
·require o(result httie1constructior1 ofriew·'or thee}cpansion ofexistilig:water, _i ,· . 

· · · · wastewater'"tre~trrientor;starrtlwatel&aiiiage facilitle~f· > · ·. ·; ' . H/ . 
;:_ .. _./- . .;· :.". -:. · -_ .:· .. :"'· , . - .... ~ -_:· .·>,:~ ·'~·-.~=:.·o~- :._·' :.·: -_;-_· .. ~<·~~t:J~·f,: r __ ; .. --.. < : __ '.,_:'.: ... <;~ .. ,_. J·. ·'.J·.-:·::_.,.:.<, ;'."- , 

• hnpac;t UT'."$:. Ttte p_rop9sed ,Project would, have ~ufticientwate,r supply_ availaf>le. fn;>rrt 
, ; existing ehijtlem¢nts ana woµldJ1otrequire q¢W. pr eXJ)anded W~t~(supply teso,~rc~ pr 

entitlements.· ·"": ·., '·. ·," •· : · .... ,._,_._,.\ ; <T_, ... ,_ • ", .~:.>,,:, ,-

• Impact. ITT-4:· The. P~Op()sed Proje.ci. woufd in~rease th.~ am9,lJr:t~<:>f.s9ljq wa$te .ggn~rc.ited 
on the project sites, but would be adequately' served by the City's IC!h.dfill and wo'iM · 
S?rnJ>lY w,ith :f~dep:~I,. ~ta'e ah~f lo£(31.~tc:t1~f~ and.r~uJ~~Q'f:t!? r~laieq to: solid; V{~~!~~ 

• ' -.-> •• ' -~ ·, -. • • •• • ' • • • ' • '' • • ~·" o• - • . . • . . • 

·=.':·1 - •;_; ,.:_. - .... :·:". . . 

21· 



.... : Trans'it Effectiv~ness P.roJec::t 
SFMTA Board of Directors. · 

CEQA Fjndilig~: . 
3/2112014 

~ Impact C-UT-t The propc:>sed ProJecfin ci:m1bination wittfother·'past,pr.~$ent,:or ·, . 
. reasonably tores~eable future proJe¢ts would. not tesu.lt .ih a cumulatively cor1srderabie 

contribution to significant cumulative !mp acts on utiliti¢s' and service ~ystems. 

PubUc Servic~s ' ··~ _:; 

• l~pag Ps~1: rhe propos~d Proj~ctw9uid li9tresulti~i's.ubstanti.al ·~dve.~sephyS,(cal· 
impacts a~SOCictt~d V\rifti-.thEfprovJsion qf poljCe'. pfo,tection, ~re profectiori, sqh()~ls, and 
librar-Y services in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response.times, 'Orpther 
performance objeetives, . · · 

• Impact ·C-PS-1: The proposed Project would not result Jn a' cumulatively considerable · 
· contnbuti9n to .significant ijnpaqs on po~ice servfi::es, fire pt()t~ctiOn, emergency 
servjces. schools; or libraries su.ch that ne~ or altered faci!i.tfes ar~requi(ed. ·· · · 

.. Biological· ~es9u~ces 
: ~ : 

• Impact Bl-:1, f3..2, Bl-3: The proposed Project would not affect any speciaJ status 
species; riparian habitat .or other sensitive naturi;ll. connnunity, or fedefaJly protected.·.. · · · · 

. wetlands; would not interfere with the movernemt of native resident orwildlife specjes or . 
· with e:stablished r'lative resident or migratory wildlife corridor,s; and would nofdmflict with 

. ··any loc~I polides or ordinances protecting biolog!~al r13s,ources, such a~ a tree··· 
,· ·prese·rvation~ policy ·ot ordinance.~ -~~· ··· · --· J : ~ .~,_ · · · '., • 

... ·:~ ., .. 

· • ~.. lr.npacf C-B.1-4: The propqsec:I ProJect wouJd not result IQ a. cu111µli;1tively c::c?nsiderable . 
contributfon to significant cumulative impacts on biological 'i"esolirces. . . 

. . . . . . 

Geology and Soils 
,. . ~- 1 

• Impact ~G.E:1; Jmpleme.ntatlon of tl)e propose~ project would not result In exposure of 
people and structures to potential substantial adverse effeC::ts, including the .risk of loss, 
injury, or c:le~th involving rupture of a, known earth'qua1<e fault, seismic ground-shaking, 
liquefaction; lciteratspreading, or lcindslides; · .... ·· · ·· 

• lnipact qE-2:· The iri1plement13tlon ofthe proposed Praject would not result iii .substantial, 
- --· - erosion; los$ of topsoil,· or adverse i)tlpa~s to tciRographi~al features. .. ·.· · • . ' 

• .1n1pa~ GE-q; TneJmpfo~-~ntatio;~ of the prrip~se~ Project would,.not loc~t~: sen~fove 
'1and US~$ on geologic units or soils that are expansi\te, unstgble, orthatwo,1.dd become 
unst~b!~ ~s a resU.lt of fl,lture uses, and potentially re~uit in qn;.ot off-site la)ic:fslide, lateral 
sprer,tdinQ1 Sl.Jb~idence1 liquefaction; or cqllapse. 

• Imp~~- c~C3E: 1~'. Th~ propq~~d P~oJ~ct. w~l!1ci Mbt.r~sult In a P4n1uiatjvely conside-~able 
contributio"? to $ignificant .c.urnulative ,impacts on geology and soils, · · 

Hydrology attd Water QualitY / 
. ~: .. ·. 

... ,, 

.· , . 

•. Impact HY-1: The ifu.plementation <>ft.he propo~ea ProjecfWoQld riotvi~-late ~ci~~r 
quality or waste tiisqharg,e standards1.ex~eed the capacity .of e~isting dr~ilieige systems; 

;:. 
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· · p,rqvlpeadditiooar, sources· of po.llute~. runoff/ 6~ otnerwi$ersub~tabtiallyq~g~de, water. : · 
·. :quality._·.~ ; · · .. · · = • · "'; ;' · .. : ··• .-:_:>>,.·; 1

··.",· __ .· '.·,: .. > .. :~:-,.··..,.··.:·.: .... · (.:::.'\ ... <: · .. 
• Impact HY-2, HY-3: The proposed Project, wc>IJld not substantially dep,lete gro4ndv,ta_ter ... 

~upplies or interf~re sut)~t~ntiaUy Vl{itll :. g(~~11dwate.r :r~chatge;·and woukl nc;>t~ut>st~Dtially · · 
. aitefeXisting 'drainag~ p~ttems ih a rriarinerJhat Would resuit in substantial' erosi6ri qr .... '. 

-··siltation.··, · ' .. ,. ,.·, 1 ·1~<:. · ".·· · ·•.-· •• · ' ;·_ 7· .• • • · • ·. '. • ..• ;·c·~. ·~ •. 

... ··-.··:-.<,- ...... ··•·· .. -· •. '.: :·:;.~.~'':·::.> ._: .. ·, >~:·-,·:··,.: ... :-~~'~1~-:. .... · : ... ::·:" - .i~·:·· .. .-'·; .-:·,:.,. __ .. :::\._..,_'i='::~/-•.\:,:-. ·,_-,, ·-:._, .. i_·:·;.~·' 

• · Impact HY-4, liY-5: The irnpiementatjqi) o.tt~e propo~edJ'roject ~()Ul~t ~P~ e~9&~. . . , .... 
. ,·· pe0ple or' strut:hires fo 's.l.Jbst~r;itial risk 'of loss due fcrflooding, of tda sigryificarif risk of;.: ·• ; 
, 1()5s,: injury or deatn involving -inundation byseiche; t~unarni/or niudflow/·Or 'as' <fresulf of 
· ~he f~ilµr~. of. a resc3r;voir. ·· · , · · . . · · ., .' ' ' ·· · · < . ·~ ·· r '·· : · · .· 

;~ • ·. · · lmp~ct.G-HY~1: The proposed P~oject w6tj1ci hot res1.dtin a curn.ulativeii•cori~ideral:{I~ . · . 
cont~ibution to significant cumulative Impacts OO»•'Vater quality ahd hydrology. . .. •. .. . ... . . . - . - . ,· 

. - ' \ :~ . ; : : ! .. : ,, : =· . . • : -- - -~ ' -

Haza~~~ -~~d Hai<!rd9p~-~afari~Ii . .· ... · . • _·~ '•.' .: • ~ ,; • : • .. + 

. ~·~: .;}-: ' •'. · ' ... ,.:.: .. ,-'-:. ;.:,:~, " , ; . • .~-';{:' • _.-: "'.. .:.· > ·. < • ,'' ·_ . .;:(~i , . : :- ~-' :·~ .... • ::; 1." ·:.,_ ··.: '. • .;">;,'>-: ,) -:.( ~' 
• 1m·pact J:iZ-'3: lniplementatior:i of the proposedProjectw.ou!q nQtcreate a $igoifi~ant . 

Hazard ~ci th.a public c>rtlle ·anvironrtie'lt l>y 1a~atiorr 6n a: h~~rci<>9~nn.~teriaJs 'sit~~ · · . 
··:-.1·:·_-~,_:,_,;\~,-: ·': . .. · .... -; 1 : 1·~·-·-_~'.·:,·,,. .:·-::·,~,·., .. i • •. : .. ,-::~;·}~·;-:··. <·'·' ;·-~-- .:~~-... _ .. _-/>_. :;·-~:-,":·-1.<i_:=(;·i· =_:,_-'·-· .. :'·:f·;~.:-<·· ..... ;·. :,;;.::~ .-' · 

• · 1_~·P,cict H~-1: .. ln)plen:ientaticih of .~tie pfopqs~d ,Proj~ct would n()! exppl?~ p~¢PI!=! ()f; •• · .. 
· st(uctyres fo a sighifitanf risk df loss; liiju·ry,-or death invb1Vir1g fires; and w.ould hot . . -
interfere with thetrnplementation of'an,emergency response plan .. '. . . 

• · .Jfl1pact C-HZ:.1: The"proposed Project ~ould n~t r~~ult j~ a ,~~in;ul~~i~ery ~onside~~~le. 
_ , c,:ont~b,ution Jo s_ig_nip1taritj:~my1ati\1~ irng9(:ts :~t~. re~p~ct t() hazards .and:.~~zarqpLis 
· · ·materials. · , -' · ·· · · , · ·· · - ·' 

~~.t; ·,· . · ... - ;::·· ::1:· 1·.~ .. ~ :·-· :· i: • ·t>.': . __ ·._·:- -;.-·; 

Mineral and Ener9y Res9urces 
.. • • ; . ~o-:,- . \_ ... • .' • 
·.:;·"'._. .~.'.·--:':,\!.--... 1.::~·-::, ;_.,, : ... ···~ .. :;:~- -___ _. .. , ·- ·~~ ~-'._:· .;, .. _ .. __ i,-·,~ .... \~\ .. ~ .... ~ ~ .. · ~:' '~·."=--.'' _.:. -_.:_-·_ ·>'". ·· .. .-.:.· .. ' >- .,'. ·1· 

-~ .; '; l~P,~Ct,.ME;;1; .:rh,e, i?rPPOSEi'.~_f f PJ~ct_l/{~~~~iJIOf'.,re:~u~ :i~'th~, 19~~ .. J>f~~~~il;;l~i!ity. 9f ,;;t; ~Q9'1\fO 
.. mineral r~soµrce or a locally~1mportant r:n!rieraJ re,!?ource re,c:overy site, .. . _ • . , . . . , 

----<~·, ... ·:-~-~1 __ < ... , ·~ -\ .. --·~·-:. )- '_.:-·:;·---;_':!/-::.-· .. :;.~~-;'",~-Y1'._~";:> ...... \:1 \:,~- t· ... r-.··':· . .::~~::·;.;_ .... _, .· ·---~. · _;·.·.-'":._ =:: .···_·:.,_ .. = -,, . 

• . ·· ,f~p~~ ME.-:2:. Tb~ prpp9s~ij Prpj~ct. \lf.9,.ulg,, flJO~ re~ylfin t,~e .. LJ?e pf l?rg~ ~1119un~s ,Qf fue~.:. 
water; orenergy,· Q(u$9, ~~se !11 ~ w~~tefl.llinanner.: ,' ·_ ... _· .. -. __ .. .• ·. . , .· . . . 

-· ·. ",_.:·:- ~ - ·r·;.-: __ ::?;:~\·_, ,. -~ "-~~. ··:~ ~ ..... ··:,. :··, ) '. 1 .. -~·' ,-;- _.v -· . . . . ~- ·. ,' . ·:"·-.. . .1.1:_ 

• · .. J~pa,~ Q:;ME":1 :- ;fQei~PfOP,O~~q P,roJ~c~ .\Yqu,lq .1Jplr9§4!Vn ap;if11ula~ivE!ly P<'fl~jqergp!~ .• 1 

. : ,¢ontHbutiori:fo' sighifici:)nt CUfniJl~fj\iE! impacts on ril.in~ral ang e!iE!rQY r~squrce~ ... ;· ... 
• ••• - ,_, .. , ~·.:-c:;~.,:,J·~~-;::·'-· ... ~·.-::--i· .. ,'j:.:·_.:·'·· ,·.~!~': ~·'--'-l ·'· •75;--:·;': .. ·::.:~·--~ . . _- .};;·.·• !· .. · . 

Agriculture and:ForestRes9iJr¢f!s ·. · ·," · - :_·! ... ".-.· .. 

• Impagt AF-.1: ';The proposed Proje¢-woul,d not haye a substantial iildv£:!rs~ .. E!ff~ct. ~~ 
•"'"." ,~- .-. .• : , ,~· --q·.·.',_"c'~ .. "·.'; • '..--;,"., ~ 'i ~. _:··.•-._.: .'-~!- ·..,·· ··~ .• ~ ,:,-.•··· ).' ,•·~ · . .;· - • 

· <;tgrjcult~re or forest resource!S,;, · ·· _ - : ·· · • 
- • • _f •• 

.... .. . . 
; :.::~ ..... ; .. : ·-",-~-:" ; i .. ~---·~~~·; -,. ·-i· ';; 

Growth':.lnduci.ng lmp~cts· .·... · · 
r. : ~ _ ., · · ::1:-f=- · - . ·• :. 

. . .. 
~ . .. -~· ' .. :_.. .. 

. '> <-.": •.. 

. . 

. . . 

-· :_ ,: .. (. .. ~ - -

. ;.. 

"''-_ ·:: :-"- ...... ". ~ .·.: _·· <:.:• .... ·.' ...... ,·,. 1:~··:·:,.._ ._:·;·._:· :.- .. =-.:_ .· ·, ... .-:··::.:'_.: _ .. -, .. ' ~.= :/---' .. •·· .. ·_,.,;.~-.(--:-~. ::._::·::.: .. ··:.. • 

· • : ln1paCt GR-1: lmplementa~ion ofthe' Service' PbJicy framewo~ andtne TEP pfoject 
cbrrlp~nents woukf riot re~ultln groWth indudriglrnpacts. . . '·. ' ' ' '· . .. 
:. -,, . 

: _.-,_. . ... -· .. 
"I .. .,. 

-.; . ~~.--. -" .. :.-. 
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Ill. _ . FINDINGS.OF POTENTIALLY: SIGNIFICAN'"i IMPACTS THAT CAN BE AVOIDED OR. 
REDUCED TO A LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT LEVEL THROUGH MITIGATION ANP · -
THE.DISPOSITION OF THE MITJGATJON MEASURES 

. -~ . : . . : . . ' ~ ~ . . . ·~ . ' : '· ' .. , . ' . . . •' . . ... 

' CEQA require~ agencies to ;;1do'pt mitjgation _m~asure_s th~f Wi:)i.Jld ayoid or,~ubst;anti~lly' lesserj 
a proje~t;~ identified signiffo~nt t111paets or p~t~ntial si9n!ficant fmpa~ts if such me~~ure§ are 
feasible (unless mitigation to ~uchh~vels is achieved t_hrotigh ~doption of_a project. 'alte.rnativej. 
Th~ fjndi~gsh{thi~ Section, lil ~nd iri Section IV crit)c~m mitigatioil m_~a.sures set forth inthe -
.i:ak. 'These 'firidi~g~ disCQ$s;mltigatiori measures as identified in. the F:EIR and_ rec:ommended ,. 
for ad~ption by the SFMTABoard of Directors~ ThefLilf texf of the mitigation measures' is < 

d:mta_ined i_n the FEIR ;:shd in A1f,achment B~ tne Mitigation ~onitoring and Repbrting Program. 
"' - ~ .... ~ . ,, 

The S.FMlA Board adopts all of the mitigation measures identified in the FEIR. TheSFMTA 
.,,·'· • • < '. • ·: , -· .' 1 .. ·. . • -"·. • .• -·: < • • I <, ~:. • ' ·, , .. : , , ' . • . 

Boarq finds that all of the mitigation measures are appropriate and feasible. Based 011 the·· 
analysis contained in the FEIR,.other considerations in the record, and tt:iesignificance· 
threshC>lds ii{ th~ r;1R~ tile si=MTABoa-rd finds th~t the im~acts identified ·in this Sectio~ Ill will be 
redu~eci,to ~-~ss~than-signific~~t.levelthrough impJerne~te:ttion of the mitig~tion rneas~~~s 
containl?d in the.FEIR, 'ioopqsed as conditicins of approv<{ll; ci~d set fqrth in Atfachrrierit B: 

. ······• ,:" ·1'.. ·.·. ··., ·-.. ' - .-... .. . . .- .. ' •. :' ·,' . • ·. 

"' 
Cultural: ~nd Paleontological Resources ~ 

•. .-: J .,._ f • • • '• .--, ,: ,J;, ~ + : >:: ~: I 

• . 'lmpact·CP-~': ~<fhe ptoposed Proj~ct could cause a, sul;>~tantlal $c;!verse"cnange' Jn the 
significarice of an arch~eologjcal resource pursuant to CEQA -Guidelines Section 
15064.5, 

t ~ .. 

Tuer~ is a reasonable presumption that construction pf the _proposed prograryt-level anci project~ 
level Tt;P GQmponentswm not requjre an ex<::';avatiof depth anq/ or.~e 1c)~ateci i_n <:ill area wnere 
the pot~ntial for effecf on arcliaeologii::al r~sources is likely, How~ver, to avoid p()t~ntial adverse 
Jriip~cts.·on archaeological resources where th~ preseh~e -~fth.e resource carmotbe. known, 
foreseen, or' predicted. the Accidental OiSCOVerY Archa~oiogiCal Mitigation Measure will be 
implemented for'allTEP components:. This mitigation measljre t.ec:tuires t~at u·pon a_ccid~ntal 
distovery of an archa'edlogrcal resource _during constructiorf (lncfoding human rerhains), th~ 
appropriate treatment bf the resource Will be carried. out by a q1,Jalified, arcraeologiqal 
consultant. 

' 'Mitigation Measure M-CR.-_2i{ Accidental Discovery of Afcf{eologiCa/Res~uro~s. 
. ~ ~: : . . ' . " . 

The construction .of the following four TEP comp_onents. has the' potential to adv~rnely affect 
ar~haeologlcal resources: TIRP.22_2; TIRP:e; and twoS'e.rvice-refated'c~pitaf1~pr<?vern~nts1 
OWE. f NeVI OVerhe~cO/Viring C" Rerout~ 33 Stanyan.· ontq Va,le.ncia Str~etian.d .. ;:>Ct.2 SansQme 
Streei doniraflow L~ne: TIRP.9 int;i11c!es a-segm~ntpfBaysh~re B~ur~v~rd~and ITRP; 22_2_ 
inclugeS Cl segment qf R.ich~rd~on Av~nu~. These segm~~ts occur ~icmg th~ hi~toric 'shoreUn$~ 

' . . . 
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~ .. . . . . 
. . .. ' 

estue1ry. ticjal marsh pr: lag9on, .or waterqourse and s~ch site.s' may 'incfud~ prehis~oric '' .•. ' ' 
arch~~9logical re5ources~ · The:instaUation of overh~ad .yitir~ suppp_rt•J>:ores and duct banks· aiong 
a"1wri-bloc~ pqrtion' of Val~neia Street(()WE:1) wui. be.con~ruCtedJn the MiS,sioh Delore~ area' 
in which •there :is ~ pot~hti.al .for S,igniftcant archaeblo'gic~I resourq$. frorri the 'Hispanic· Pe_riod~ 

. Th~.ln~te1llaijpn of tr;;iffjc rriast- afirls along ·a·thr~bfpck-portion· of.Sansorne, s_treet. (SCl.2)wi)J: 
occur in arr are.a with thE;l pote.ntial forJmpacis t~archaeolcigicar:resm.ir¢es·f,.Om theYerb13 · . ·' ·' . 

· Bu~n~ perjQd: . Coristruqior:r in these area~ courd:r~suit in signifi¢aht irnp,~cts pn arc,haeologjcaf 
reS,oµr~ if the Ar:ch13e,0,logical M9n,itonng mitigatioii-mE!asure is notimpi~01er,tted .. ·· .· .. 
lmplem~n.tati9fl,of the Archaeo(oglcal Monitoring' rnitigation measure requ~res:teview by th~· ·.'' •' 
Pianoing,~Oepa~me6t arch,eoi~gi~tionce· engiri~erlng'de5ign details ~~e kii:own;'. ·if.determined·'.· .. ·· 

· ne~~sa.YJ>y th~ Plap~ing [)epartment, th~·SFMl'Awo41:~ b~·requirEid to hire:·~p ar~haeblogJcal 
consultantto. be. present and monitor"tanstroction activities associ8tedwith these fourTEP 

· dom~bb~~Js (gs pecessC\cy), redi~ct'~o~strl!ctlon; activities ifatdntact archaeological depos,1~ is'. . 
enccn.inter~d, evaluate the deposit, and either re-design.the pfoject o~ implem'enfa·data ·: 
recovery program. · ,,,_-.·.;· .' ,\. -... , . ·:_i,.· . .,. . ,'. 

. . \.·. . - . . . -

Jv1itig~ti9~ IJ1~af>.l1'e·M~Q~-2.b,: :f.rqh._~e,q(()gicfJ/ MQnftoring. , ·~ . ;'i . 
. ' ~ ': 1 .. t : " _ ~- _. .·-· ,: ; f:. ,j. ·: --:~ , __ - - , . ·-· , ;; ·'· _• , ·,: : : '.I .' <' ,: . ,.. , , --: , .... . : -: " ~ ; . . .. . . . ' : . 

:.:·.~ :.:1 ,.:,;.·>·:.:~.-~.,>~~·-, ··~:. '\~·:· ·-:~,;_~·:. :.".~ .. _._:,: ::.:~: _,~- __ !"):~;/. ·_; .. :~-;·.,;~d- .... ·.!.:.~·-·;--~:~· -~:-' __ -~/ .-
•.. ·,Impact CP"."3: The proposed Pmject could directly or indirectly destroy~ unique 

... : : ., p~!_e9~~olp~i~t ~~~9llr,Ye or.~i!e .9.i:u~i_qLJ~ gf3plog~cJeeit~m~~ ,·. ·. ,', . · · 
-:.- -.:·.~' .. :::~--~:,,_ -~-;·-·~, .. -:--:~--:' -.-".,. ~,~--:-:.,., . . :~~--,,...,..,_:_ '~-·..;· .. ~."-.:.' ·-' ._·.,_ :::::_:)_-<·.~_£)'~«[·'.~:'~··,·::.-~, -~·-/ 

Given the shallow.exc:avatioh depths.of TEP;construci:ion activities~nd prev1()us ground 
disturBance:tn'at 1~ c:Birimon within:!~~Pci,t>i16 nght.:of~way, ·mE!r~ is. a; 16W'pr(:)b'~bilitY~~f _.·q . • , •. 

' ~ricbuntering significant paleontoldgi'car resour~ in th'e'co~rse ~f ~r~je~~f cb:nsth:ictfo;n. : . ; ''' "'. 

However,_ the pres~nce of ~~~l!qw f ~Ie,oP,t12l9g!r;alJ,~~~r~~s .~ithin ~f:~~ pf.~~~aVC!Y91l. 1;1~der .· 
the proposed Projt;ict canriotbe conc!usively ruledp~t .. Disturbance of paleontological 
· res,9,Qrr;e,~-, Qqij_l,d lrJP~i~.ttt~, e1bi!ity~~f p~l~9J1.!olp9iC!~l l"~~ou_rces-to. yielt:f impOrtan(sci~ntific . . . · 
iQformation. Tt)e PAleontological Re.sources Acciden~al Pispoyery'.irnitiga~ion~m~a~µr:~ will apply 
inthe 9\(em that any indication of a paleontological res9ur~ is encour:itered 'in the course of 
TEP prriject~cin~truqtion activities~' a~d: if ltie~ resour~ may be impo'11ar1t;: ij qu~lifled ~>' ' ' . 
paleonfologic;al ·con~ult;lnt i,Vin·b.e ~etained' to' design ~nd.·irilplefuenra sc:irripling ·~hd data · ·., ··· 
reeoVe~ pfogram...-' •',"'·' · n.,.::., 1/ · :'., · ··.,. . .. ~· :,, · ·: · , 

•• ·~ ' , ~ '.; ) ...:: ' ,; t ~ ',' .,,. • • • ~- ~ • ~ • } ,·~ 

Mitigation Measure M~9P-3: Pafeontofogical Resources"Accidental Discovery 
.. : ;, - .1!··. - . .. ' . ·::,:::;,, - -~~--~- ·:-~ ,:!· .·'., :: .: .-.' -~·:: '···• ... -. .·?:; >: •.? • •• fy - "- -

· HaiarCls ~nd t-fru:araoils Materi'~I~ : . .. .· ' - ·--. -. . . . : ... -
. '~" . ~- "' ..... . 

._, ' . ,. -,- ·~ .· t: ·: \' <"' ·: . <-; : ~ : . - ·.''3:- ... _ • \ .! : - i :: ; _:' : i ·- - -~'·-::· 

• JmpactHz.:1: ; Implementation of th~ proposed .ProJectwpu{d nqf C.reate:a ~igriiftcalJt' 
ll:~ard thrR_uglJ.routineJr~~sport,_µse, di,sposal •. hantjling, o~·emission of hazardous~ . 
material~ or thrQugh·re~sonably foreseeable upset ~nd c;iccident conditions invol\,'ing th~ 
release' of haiardous materials info the environment.. j: ' , ' ' ' ' , -

'•:~1· I'~· i.,·.. ··--::)' . • ;--·:· '.'.. .».~·;· ·;.\ !:;.·:. ,,.,_" . . -'.'~~· _,..;.: ,.:;J- "; .·,, ·~: -
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The use, storage,, and dispos~tofhC!Zar'doµs materials is r~ulated b)'numerous'foc~l; state, 
and feqeral laws and regulatlons. Excavation in the public-right,:of-way is·regulated\mderthe · 
PublicWori<s Codei'whlch states. that excavation·contractors are subject to all applicable 

.. hazardous ma:teriaf .guidelines for dispdsal1, handling, releas·e, and treatment of hazardous· 
material; site, remediation; and worker s~fety-arid training. Additionally,Article 20 ofthe Public 
Works Code 'and.Article. 22A. ofthe: San Francisco· Health Code require envffohmentaL · ~· · ' 
investigatlcm at constr1;Jction: sites where contaminated fill materials. may be encquntere~t The 
S~MTA c:ind con;structic:>n pontractq~ wJll adhere to these regLJl~tions• However, to ~nsµr;cf tha! 
potential significant Impacts, frprn reieas~ of hazc;irdous matericils during· const11,1ction are 
red,u~ed to less-thari-si9hific.~nt i¢.v~ls; the SFMTA and ccinsttµction cot)tractors are req1.dred to 
inipleiment the Ha?ardou~ Material$ $~ii Testing mitigation rneaslir61·Wtiicl1 rec)llires thil!t ~oil .to. 
be removed from an excavation ~tea and hot.encapsulated Within the same area b.e tested and, . 
if found fo c6ntaffl hazardous. materials,, be transported' and disposed of in complian~ with 
local, state and federalfequirements. .. · · 

Mitigation Measure M-HZ~ 1: Hazardous Materials Soil Testing 

··~. rmpact HZ-2: lmplem'erifation of tJ1~proposed proj~~t would not substaritially'~mit 
haz~tdous emiss{cms or acutely liazar~qus rnateri(!ls near schools. 

' ' . . . . . . 

To ensure that construdion and operation oftne program.: and proJect:-ievel TEP components 
wm not resuJ!: in sigriificant hazardous mate~als emissions or the handling of acutely haz?rdous 
materials near scl;lools, the S FMTA and construction cgntractors are required to itnplement the 

... - ~ ' . . . :. . . . ' ' ·.' . ' . ~ 

Hazardous Materials Soil Testing mitigaticm measure listed abov~, 
• . ... - • T ··,.· .. 

MitigE1tioh MeE1$ure M~HZ-1: HfJzC1rdous Material~ Soil Testing 
.: . . .• . ' 

IV. SIGNIFICANT INIP~CTS THAT CANNOT BE AVOIDED OR REPUCEP TOA LESS-' 
THAN-SiGNIFICANT LEVEL · . 

BEised on substantiaf evld~nc~:rti th¢ whole record of these proceedingsl the $.FMT A 13oard. of 
Directors firjds ~hat~ wh.er11 feasit>le; chanties cit ~ltera~ions have be~ri .requirE?d, or incorporated 

·into, the Project to reduce the significant environmental Impacts as Identified iii the FEIR. the 
SFMTA Boa'rd finds that th~ mitigation measures in the FE'tR an~. cjes¢rib¢d befowarl? 
appropriate., and that changes have beentequrr~d in, or lncarp6ratedl~to,the Project that, . 
pursuantto Public Resour~es Code Section 21002 and CECA Guict~lines Se9\iQn 150~1. may 

' substantially tessen~ but do not avoid (i.e.; reduce.to less-than-sigrilficantJevels), the potentially. 
significant e11vfro~mentateffects assQolat~d with hnplemenfation of the Project that are 

· described Pelow .. Th~ SFMTABoard ~dopts ali oMhe ri'!itigatlori. measure~ano.irnp'rovement 
measure$ ~et forth. 1'n the Mitigation Moniforing and Reporting· Pl;:1n" (MMRe), attad:ied ~s , 
A~achmE?nt B, But; the SFMTAJ3pard~rtherftnds that f9rtfle ioopcrqts Hst~~·~etqw~de.spite . 
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• •.· • •• : • - i 

the i1"11plementatiorf9fall feasibl~ mjtigati~n meas1,1res/the.·effects 'remain significant;and ·.· .. J ·' 

unavoidable: :"" ·:· ' : ' ' "' ., ' ' ,< ".'·. ( 1 ' " ;': > . " ' ' . ' ' •, ' ' 

•'.,,< ~ < 1~ >,;'I ,·: • ~· ... • ;•.:- ' . >. '•i < : ·•. :i -·~· :.11:: ·,:·· .~~· .' l <,. ~ ... • 

B!J~t:!d .op substa,mial !;V,ig~n,¢e lntfi,e, whoi~ Tecorcf,·:foclµdfpg .the. e~r:te,rt op.i~iRn 'p~§f~T A .ar:id . 
Planning Dep~~rne~t$t,e1fi.ar~··com~ult~J11s toc1Qp§~ .. st~ff; the ~fMJA ~oard .. <i!~o ~fl.ds thattor . 
SOlllE! imp'!¢t.s identffi~cl irr tbE:l FEIR; :as not~cf pelo~ in this Se~ti~n iv, no feasibl~. mitigation 

. meas~:ir~s w~reigentifi~d in·tti~ FEIR and: those im~ac!S .. renjaln slgnifiqmt and unavoidable. For 
a ~ietaiied, e~piaQation of the ·1~ck of 'fe~siQ.!e' mitigatlo~ rnea~ur~s:'for som~·cif th~'f0llowlr1g .... 

· impact~; an<'.f o~irre. i.e~sp~~ ~hycetl~in mitigat12n.rn.~cisur~~; .altp.O,~I;!~. t~flrJplQQiqplty feasible, 
' m~y pe s,ubject to uncertafrify; inCluding fl.niding~relatecfuricertainty, 'pieas~ see the relevant 
discussi~i:ls in the FEIR.:. ··.' · ··'· ' · . . -".'. ':. ·, .:. · · ' ,., . ·' . ".'· 

. ~' j:'r. ... ·\. '' ); ::,:-•:;' ~~ .I _',:.•·!, i;f>. -- ·," . .. . . ··' . '.:·,, -•··.:;·-~{•: 

Th~; §f~Tf,.}~oard. ~.e~~rrpin~.s., t~aUh~. f,qll9Wi~9 §iQD~car;it i.rnP~~s .()r] tb~ envito~rJ1e11t; ~~ r ; · ''< 
reflected in the.FEIR, ar~ unavoidable; but 4nder P1,1blic Resources Code·§§ . .210~1.(a)(3rand- . · 

:_. - . _,·:·· .1_. -... -' ::·-_o,_ .. _~-.-'.•.t::_.:~ ... _-.;:f.,!·;_ r.: ___ i, -': .·- ·'- '·:-··~_-,_ .. ,,·~ ~--··~'~·;····--'.:--'.-. _·· r~_~ ··~-~-- •. -·,· 

(b}, andCEQA Guidelines§§ 15091(a}(3}~ 15092(b}(2)(B}, and 15093, the SFMTA B.o~rd· .•... > ·.~ 
determines thc;1fthe i~pacts are acc.epfubJe due fo the overriding C()nsiderl:!tiOnS d~scribe,d in. 
Section,\tl belm;v. Thisfindihgjs supperted by:siJbstan!ial e\/idence i~. the r~cor~ qftttls ·. 
pr().~ee~ing. · :i ·-· ,,,,:: ;: > ·· .. · ,·>.: .~ · - . ·. 1<.: ·· ,,. '.;-·.· .~: ·· · :. · 

' • I;_: '); •."I '. : I ·· ~l:".',.":'' t·, '.• ·: ·,,..,,,. :y~ ! I.:'"'· i; '• . 

Trans~ortationand Circulati9n .. ·. :. 
• :': ~: >~if</ ·:\ • ":·:·\::'· /.":; • .:- ,i ·~:·.:.\:;,,_.::' .· r:• j ·, • ' :-·.' .:• : , •. · ·f ·;• 

' ... ', lmpac::t TR~3:. frnple'l'.len~afi~n of the. Pblicy, Frar'(lf?WOrk Obj~ctive A Abtion A.'3,. aQ~ 
;·PPJe~iy~.c~ Actjqn~;9·.~tnr.o~gh.S.,5 ~Cf'y;r~s!:!J,ti~ ~ignift~ri~~rClffic;:J~P?~~:······ · .. ' .;· :· 

· ·:.' · .. ·. ·:~' · Mitigatiofi M~asun;'M~TR-Ef ·0'Ph*1izati611"6r711t~rs~cii<jn'c¥~14i;~~s~·, .. ;·;,. ·· · · ·· · 
.. ·: ~:;,~.-~:: .. ~ !.·.:;:.;:· .. '..<,.; i' .~.-:··.~,;:····,·. .·.:'~~· .-<T.'.";.~,:·:·: .. ;' }.:i:;,., ,· '., ~·-·:' ~1: .1,,'. ·: ;_:)~: ~ : ......... ,t • ·,•· 

. ' . . . . '. . . . " . . ' . . :. . -\ ·~ . : . . . ; : . " 
Because this. measure·rnay·riat.6e adeql'.iate.fo mitigate·lrnpacts.fo intersectiofflraffic operations· . 
to ·1~s~tttari~sig~ificaht ·1eve1~,'and. beb~b~e the f~asibility ·6i 'providing.•adaitior\81\idhict~ 'dapa'citY. . 
Is. unknown and ltis not always possibl~to. optif11i~e an intersection such that levelof~erVice·~n{ 

', improve to level of.service ('.'LOS"). p or, b~tter. the impact: Oh traffic operations remains 
. " ."· - ' .. ' •• . ~.. . ; ... .. .. < ·• • • • i. ~-'' : : . : . . ... ~.. :··:: · .. ::i::. ;· . ; : -

signific.aht1and uhavoidable~ . " .. ,. ,. · · '<' "';;' ' · • ·;· · · · ·' 

• • • • . • • ••· • . • • • • ·: •• • ·; •• : ,' •. <" • •• ·'' '··. ''· ::. •.. ·:·· ., •• : • ~-.·.· • . '. • •• :.' J·:.', : .,. .. . '.. : .. .. ," .·· ·' _.,:,' ' :I. ' ';.,.' 
• Impact TR-~:. l~plementation qfthe.Policy Frarfrework Obj~Ctive'.A,ActiOnA.3 and· 

Objective C, Actions C.3 through C .. 5 may re~ult in sigr:iificant loading impa~ts. 
·~ •.,. r ,_ ~ 'I I ~ '~ -11.,. ' \ ,'_ 1-,_ I '11", :, q ',' 1,~. \ 

·~~:~~~c .. ·~ 
These measur~s could r~duc~ ;?_igl}ifi.~i;l~ loc;l,~ing i.niHapt~ ,9 ~ le.ss,..th~r:i:-signJn,~aritl~veL ; < ·. ·c' 
Howev_eri in-$ome locations on-$treet ·parking 'may not be ·available t.Q corw~rt to ~omll}~r,ciaJ ... , • · 
lpading $paces ~>n the .sam~ b!ock.an.d. $ic;l.e of the.~tr~~t()r wii~tn 250 feet Qn ~n ~dja~nt ~id~ ' 

'2T 
. f' 
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street, tt:ie f~asibil.tlY. of pfovidlng replacement co111m.~rcial 16ading'sp~~s pµrsuant ·to Mitigation; 
Measure M'-tR-.1.0 ~anriot be as;sured in every situation. And beca45e the effectiveness of tlJe · · 
use of ca:mera video enforcement Qf parking regulations along neWtransit~orily .Janes is riot . 
known, the feasibility ofMitigati('.)ti Measure M~TR:.48. is '(mcertain.· thefefore,·th~ impact of ld~s · 
of cin'-sfreefcornmetci~l loadlngsp~ces rem~ins signfficanbind unavoidable: ... '. . . . .. . 

·,., - ·~: .... ~-·:," .. ~".=· . ·.: .... ' .. ~--~ .. ~·:_.~· 

• .· · lmi>~~ TR~s: lmp!~rnentaUon of.the. fciQowing TPS Toolkit categ6~es: La~e 
'· M§qifi~atiQnS afidPede~rian Jmprovepiel)tS m.ay result in significant traffi~ impacts. 

_ .. '.' . .. ·,: . . . . . . . ' 

·, ; 

::...· Mitigation Nfeast1re .M~m~s: optirrjfi:~tion:9f!nters~ctiofl operations· .. 
" ' .. .. - - -

-, ,~ 

E3ecause. this measure rnay not l)e, adequate to. tnltigate intersecti~n f(affi('; operatiohs 0 tO less­
than-significant levels, and because the .feasibility of providing additional. vehicle capacity is 
unknoWnand it is"not a!Ways possible fq optlrnize ah i.ntersection such that level of serVicce wil( . 
lmp,tove :to, L,OS' O or'b~tter; th·e h:tipa<ft on. traffi6operatlciils remalns sigoifJcqnt anq: .. '' . . 
unavoidable:- ·· · ,. ,- ·· · · -. ' · · .. 

.. . . .. . . 

• lmpaet TR'.'1 o: ·• !ri1plementatJoh of the following TPS Toolkit ca~egories: Transit stop· 
· .. Changes, Lane Modifications; Parking and Turri. Restrictions, and Pedestrian ;i. ' ' 

lmprovementst may result in significant l'oadin9 im.paGts.· · 

~ Mftigation MeasU((3 · M-TR-1 o: ProvJsJon of R.eplacerrient' commercial Loading 
.Spaces · 

i·: ~ _. 

While this measure could reduce significant loadirig impads, in some lotations on-stre~t parking 
may not be available to ~onvert:to commerclaJ lqad~ns spaces on: the same block and side ofthe 
street or within 250 feet o~n an i3,djacent side street the. feasibility of provi(:ling replac~rnent 
corflrnercial lo13<;fing ~pace~ pursuant to Mitigation Me.asure M-TR:· 10 c;::ihnot be assured. 
Ttierefor~1 the~impac!of IQ.ss of on.,.street comm~rcfaJloading ~paces r~mains significant and .. · 
l!navoidabl~. ; .•. ·, .. · 

• hnpactTR-14: Implementation ofTPS Toolkitefem~nls with.in tht;tfoJlo;ir:ig categories: 
l,..ane Modificat!ons and Pedestii.an Improvements, along the program•leVel TTRP 
~orridof$,m~y resu.lt io signJfJcant tp:iffi9 impact$. ··.·. , , ~.. . .• . . 

·•-'- ,' Mitig~tion Measu~ M-TR-a:· Optimization of Intersection Operations 

BecaU$~ th)$ ,measur~ tnay fi9t b~ ~clequaterto j'hitigat~ ihtersection traffi~~ operatfoos to (~SS'" . 
than-sigrilficant l~velsrf!tld because tile feasibility of provlping. ~dditionafvehic!¢ cap~city Is 
Uh k,nown ~nd it is' nofalWays possibt({to optimize an" inte~seCtion such. that. level ~f service Wi!r 
hnprove to LOS D or better, the lnipacl ohtraffi6 ,oper'atiOrts remains significant and .. 

. -.. . ~ . . -
~ u·n·avoid~bJe .. -· .·~, :::· ·· · ·.~. 

··v·1 
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·• • Jmp«:t~t TR,-16~ ltnplementatiori of.th~ followlrig·TPS Toolkit categories:·TransitStop 
·- - Ch~mges, Lane Modffication,si P~rki~g anq:Turi:i Re!Striq't.ion$; cind Pedestrian . . . 

Jmprc;ivements, alcmg 1he progr.am~level TTRP,cor'ridor5 may result in-significant loading 
impacts. · · .·· · 

. . . 
. .. . . . 

-::\ . Mitigation M~C4sure M~TR~ 1 O:"Provision o(Repfacerrll3nt Commercial Loading 
~~· . . . .... .. 

Wh.ile this measure .could reduce. significant Joading impacts; in some loc~tions on~stre~t parking 
m.ay .ngt b~ ~vaO~pl~ ~g ~onv~~-to ~~;,,IT1~rcial lo~dlfig, ~P~.ce~: o.n th~ s~m.e. bl0ck ~n~ sid~ of the 

. ~ , I· -· ·. ' . , '·· . . . . . . . .- ' , . . . ' . . . . . . . 

· streetor-.vvitti.in 2f;O_feeton·ao-adjacent f)ide street, thef~asibility.ofprpviqjngreplc:r~ment 
CC>m.m~rd~t Joading· ~pace5 p~rsuantto M~i~ation M~asure M~TR~1 o cci~n~t b~ ~ssurec{ · 
·Therefore)oe im~act .ofross of ori:-street col)irriercialloa.di~g spaces reIT!ains signifl~nt ahd 

. l1navoid~bie: .. · · . ~ . ·• " . •. · . · · .. • . . · <.. . • . . , 

•• + ~. ·- ; ' • ; 

~ ,·,.:lmpa~ t.R.-~4: ·.'!rppte01e.ntatipry :qf \h~ project:'.level·T(RF\14Exp~Mded Alternative would 
result in a significant traffic impact a~ the inten;~ction of RandaUStree_t/,San J9se,A.venue 
th'atw(li.Jld 0.p~rate !3t LOS E' or L()S F c;ol')dJtions un(jer Existing p·lus ·service . - .· -· 
Jmpro\lements and theTT8P.14 Expanded Alternative conditions .... 

. . ·.1_.."·.'~·~1·.>'.;:, .··,,.;:· ··~.~ .... :.,," . .,· .: .1 .... ,- •.. -'.:".; ' '·. ~·.(_;·' ~ ~:_}'~:.:~ ..... ~·· :,: _.·.~-.f-~;,"· . ··; 

No feasible; mitigation measures are available andth~:impact remaihs:significant ~nd .. 
unavbidable:'· ., . . . .... "; ' . '.:· ' . . ; ' - ' . - - . ,. . - . .. . . 

; ;. ; -:- ~ ' ! • ' . . ' . - + ' • • ~ .. : • .; "'·· • '" , •• • .. ... 

• lrripattTR-26:·· 1mplernemtation ofthe proj¢d-le\lel TTR,P.22...:.1. Expand~dAlt~rn~tive 
w.9ui.d,:f~~~lt i~ a.~ignjti~nttraffiq jmpa~t .~tJ,h,e int~rseGtion. of 1 Sth/Sryant streets t}Jat :·. ·· 
woula operate at LOS_ E or LOS F qonditions u_nder Existing plus Service lmpr~v.emer:its 
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative cc;>iiditions. . . . .. . . 

. : : , i· . ':"::.'. ::M(tig;tion-'Measuie M~ TR,-26:. lntijrsec_ti~n Res(ifping f:Jt 1'6'11)/3ry~nt streets . 
• 1-~ >--t- _,;;:;~· ~-· _.~ • :~'-:·~ •• :,.··~ .' ·,::-•• _-_ t ···>; t <:· 1 -··~' -~ •• :;._,--' • j'" .•. : ·~. !: -· 

JmpJement~tloii of. Mitigcition Measure. ·M~TR-26~wbiJld. tec~~~gUr~ fhe inter.sectibn of ·1 sih::~nd · 
·aryant.~trei.ets~uch. tnattile westbounci appro~cll~wo~ld be a·ttirou9n Jane and'ciedicat~cf· right 
tLim:.poc~et~nd -~~ ~a~t~OMi;i9 appiqC\c~.y.tol;iJci.be.t9. a shar~d tnroughiriQhtlan~./· · :: ·.;. :: ·· 

· l_rnplemefltation of Mitiga:~o11 M~asureM-TR:.26 Woulff no.t imprqve intE!r§eCtiqn operations to , 
LOSO or better.quring thep.rn. peak '1out; therefore;. traffic impacts ~~~e inf~rsection of 16th . 
and~B!}'anf~freets r£trnaih sigrilfic~iit and 'unavoigable. . · ,· . . ' . :· J ·. · · , 

•· ... · 1~p~ct-~R~21:, r1_mplem~~t~tiori 9f J~e· P.;6Je~~1~.v~1-tt~?.22_1~;~~parj~ed J\ite~~tiye, 
wo.'.uld'result ih <fsignificant traffic irripacla(the int~rsection of 1·6th StreeUPotrera, 
Avt;mue that wo1,1ld operate at LOS E or LOS .F .con(fttions under E)Cisting plus Service 
Improvements and tne TTRP,22:.._fExparidedAlfematiVe-'c~onditions:· · · · ·· · 

.. . 
. . 

No ·feasible mitigation ·measures are. ~vaiiabl~ and the fmpact'remains 'significant and .. ~·: .. 
unavo'idable. < < ·· · ·· · · ' · .· .. · · : - · ·· ··• 1 

. ., 
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• hn pact TR-28: lmplelnehtatio(l of the project-level TTRp.22~1 Expanded Alternative 
would result lh a significant traffic impact at the intersection of 19th/Seventh streets that 
would operate at LOS E or Los· F conditions under Existing plus Service Improvements 
~nd the TTRP.2~ 1 Exi:>a.nded Alt~r11atlve cohditiomt . . . 

No feasible mitigation measures ~re ~vailable and the impact rem~ins significantand; 
unavoidable. · 

• Im pact TR•30; l'rnplementation .of the ptojeGt-level TTRP.22_J Expanded Altemafiv~ 
Variant 1 would result in a slgliificaht traffic impact af the intersection of 16th/Bryant 
streets t,h<;it wo~ld operate afLO$ 1;: or LOS F. cPnditicnis und.er Existing plus SE;rvice, 
Improvements ahd the TTRP.~4:_ 1 f:xpanded Alternative Variaf]t 1 conditions. 

. . . . 

-c-. · Mitigation Me~$ure M-T.R-26: lnters$c;tiqn Restdpfng ~t 1&1'JBl)lant stre.f:lt~ 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure M-TR-26 would not improve intersection operations to LOS 
D or better during the p.m. ·peak hour; therefore, traffig impacts atthe i.nt~rsection of16th and 
Bryant streets remain significant and unavoidable. 

·,:: .. 

• Im paetTR:031: fmpletnentation of the project-level TfRP:22_ 1 Expanded Alternative 
Variant 1 wo~lp result iri a significant traffic impact at the fntersection of 16th .· 
Street/Potrero Avenue that would operate at LOS E or LQS F conditions under Existing 
plus· Service Improvements and theTTRP:22_ 1 Expanded Alternative Variant t 

· conditions. 

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the impact remains significant and 
unavoJdcible,, 

• Impact TR .. 32: lmplementaU,an ofthe projecHevel TIRH22_ 1 Expanded Alternative 
Variant 1 would result in a significant traffic impact at the Intersection of 1:et111seventh 
streets that would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus, Service 

, .. Improvements and the TTRP.2Z_1 EXpandedAlternative conditions. 
. ... 

Nd feasible mJtigat{o.n meC1Slires are avajlable· ;3nd th.e impact remains significant and 
unavoidable. 

~ Impact TR-34; Jmplerr.ientation of the project-level TTR.P.22~ . ..1 Exp~odecf Alternative 
Variant 2 would result in a, significant trafficJmpact at.the inters~i;tion of 16fh/Bryant 
streets. that would operate at LOS E. or LOS i= cohd.itions i.mderExisth:ig plus Service 
lrnprqverneni$~nd theTTRP.22_,;1 Expanded Alternaffve Varh;ml2conditions. · 

. ·~ ~ Mitigation Measure M-TR-26:. Jntersectioh Restrij)ihg ~t 1 (jlh /Bryant st~eets 
Implementation of Mi~g~tion Meqsure M,. TR~2e would not improve intersectic>n operations to kOS 
D or better dur!ng the p.rn~ peak hour; therefor~. traffic impaGts atthe Jnterse~i.Qn Of 16th and 

Bryant str~ets wol,lld reroaf n signifjcant atid 1,1n~voidable. · 
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.: · .. · Im pa,ctTR~35,: · 1mplemerita~on ,of the projecit-lev~I TrRP-2?i 1 E)(i;>anaedAltemative 
· \(ariant 2 woµld res1,dt in'a.sl9nif!Gant tr~fflc ir!ip~c:t~t,the' il1t¢rs~ctio!1of1'6tt\' ·.· · .. 
Street/Potrero Avenue that woLdd operate at LOS E. or LOS F condltlons· und~,t Existing 
plus Service Improvements. and tha TTRP.22'. .. J Expanded AltematiVe Variant 2 
qondition_s~ · · 

( :.; ~ ; ':"~. ' 

No feasiple mitigation mea~ures are a;vafrabf e .and ltle imp.act remains sigi;iificant anp 
, unavoid.able; ; ' < • , , .'. , • 

, 'I.,.:'.:~- '; 

· •· · llTip,act '.fR•36~· lmplementatioti of1he·project~level TTRP.22:'._:t Expand~d 1Alterri~tive 
· ·· .yari~nt 2 wou.1~ reslJlt iri.~. sig~!flc:~nt traffi~ .imp~ct att'1e inte1?eGtiQn of 16.fh/Seventil 

streets that would operate at LOS E or LOS, F conditions und~r Existing pll:Ji;. Service 
Improvements and the TTRP:22.:.._ 1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 conditions; ··. . . 

No fea'sible mitigation' meas.ures are_ available antj ttl~'irrip~cl remains signitic~~t an~ 
un.av(>idable. · · · · · · · ~, · . · ' · · 

·i' ";.' •. •.· .. ·l: 

. ~ ' 

, .• ,. ·,_.-··-~·, ~-· •.. ·-i' I·.•:,:,._:.:·· J-···.· ··<°~·: ·, ·,~.-- ...... 

• · lmp~ct·tf:t-3~:, t1T1Plem~nt~tion ofth~ projecHev~I TI~P.30'-1. ~panded Allerriative 
... ·would result in a significanttrafficrimpaciaHhe· iriter'sectioh of Columbus Avenue/Green 

Street/Stockton .$tre~t tnatwould9pe,rate qt LOS E qol1.diticms L!no.er Ex,isting ph.Js 
Ser"Vice. llTlProvements, and. the TT.Rf!:~O~ 1 ExP.~r,i·~e9. Alter.native congltions. · · · 

, , 

· No. fei;i~ib,I~ rpllJg~tipn. ri19.<!J$Yte~ ;;tr~ ~VaiiaP.ie,ah~.the impact remains ~ignifiCCint ang 
unavolqc:1ble., ., , .~ •. ,' ,;· ', , >' •;, ,'. .. · ,. ',' , , . ,h ·- , , •.•· •• ,, ;•; " ••. 

. . . . ~ .• · . ~ .;t .- ~ ' • 

•· lrop~ct TR4Q: lrnplementatiqn of th~ pr()jeCt~lev~I ITRP.·~o-1. ~xpano~cfAi~eroatlVe , 
. ;,\(ari~nt 1 woµlg· r~µlt Jn.a signifi~nt tr~ffici111Paet at.th~ int~rs~Ctiori of P'olµffip.us • 
• Avenue/Gre~n. $tre~usf~ckton ~reenh~t wpul~t op~rate at Los e· ~onditions·Jnder 
. ~i.~tiri~ p!~~:~er\tice ltJlP,rq~~~;erif5:~~d the.h~~~b_fEx~~n~~dAit~rrjatiy~Y~riC1nt 1 
".c:<?r19it~op~·1· ,··· ...• :.. ·' ... · .• ,1,· ..... ,· •• ... •. ,; .· .·.··• 

No feasib,(~rnitiQ~ti~n mea~~re.s,~re ~yali~p!e ~n~:f th~:irJ1pa~-r~rpa!o_s slgn.iflt_a.htand 
i.mavoidablEt · · · - . · · .. ···. · · · · · · · · · ·· 

. : .: ~ ··,·' . •: > • • • ".• ~ ' •I 

• . ., .. ~ .• : ·, . ; . :: ·; :~t .'. .. 

• ·" lmpactTR~2~ Implementation oftneprojeCt.~lev~l'TIRP.30_.1 Fxpan~e~fA,l~erriatiV~ · 
Variant 2 would result in a signifiCant traffiQ irop~ct.a~ th~,inters8,ctiqn of .Columbus .. ·· , . , ·· 

. Avenue/Gr~eh $veet/stocktori s.treet th.ahvoliid opercite at LOS e· conditi~h~ Linder 
, E~i~tjng .plys ~ei;viG~ Jmprnv~rnerit~ ~ric;I the TTRf:30~1.t;)(pande~Alf~m.atiVeyapant 2: 
. ~9n.P~1~ns .. ·.··~·,- .. ' .... ,. -·~,,·· ,•.,. :»:-,.,:· ·.-· · ... ······, .··.··.·.· . 

. ·No fe~§/b.l~.rni.tlg~~iop:~~~~.4f ~~,--~~~· ~v~lf'3~!~ -~~9 -~~e 'lrri~~~ r~~Cit~s·~1gjlifi~nt'~fl~·". 
unavoidable~ . . . .· ... .. . .. ···.··. . ... :. 

· . ' .... •·· · 1·. '·;<'o" 1 ; .. 1 .I, '· 

•· lropc;ict TR-48~ lmple1J1Emtati,Qn of.proj~ct.,.l~v~lltRR14 Moder,~teAltemative Vfl,rjant 1 
would resl.llt in a reduction in on•streefcommercic:d loading supply on f'.'lis~ion Street 

' .... . .. ... . . ·. .··' . . 
"' 
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such that .the exisfipg lo,ading dema·nd dudng the peak h'our o( loading actiVitfes could 
not be accomrt1odated within on-str~et loading .supply and mciy create a potentially 
hazc;irdous condition or significarit defay thatfuay affect traffic1 transit, bfcy~les, or 
pedestrian$; .. < 

~ Mitigation Measure M-TR-48: f.nfqrcementotF'arJ<.ing Vipla.ticms 
... . ~:;. ; . 

With implementatio~~f this Mitigation Measure; the impacts related.to loss of commerctai 
loading spaces on' transit a·nct traffic operations would be. redu~d. However, because the 
effectiveness of' the use of camera.video enforcement of parking regulatfons along new transit~ 
only.lanes is not known, the feasibilitY of thfs me-~sure Is uncertaiit.and·im'pact.s on this corridor 
remain signitleanf and µnavoidabl~-. . . ' .. 

• Impact TR~49: Jmplernentation of proje_cf-leVel TIR.P. 14Moderate Alternative Variant• 2 
would result in a requcti()n in ()n"'.street commercial Joact!ng s·upply ()n Missi_on Street. 
_such that the existing loading dein and d (fring the· peak hpur of loading cictlviUes ·could 
not .be accommodated :within on~street loading supply and may create a ·potentially 
hazardous condition or significant delay that hiay affect tr~ffjc,· transit, bicycles, or 
p~destrians. -; : · ·· 

...... , 

- Mitlg~tion Measµre M-TR-48: Enfpicemerit pf PEJ,rking Viql~tions 
. . 

Because the effectiveness of the use of cam~ra yjcjeo enfqr~rnecitofparking regulations atofl!i 
new trans~honly lanes is not known, thefec;isibility pf thfs meas1.,1re is u.ncerteiin and imp~cts on· 
this corr!d()r rernah1 significant qf'\d unavoidable'. 

. ·.. ' 

• Impact TR~SO: Implementation of project-level TIRP;14 Expanded Alternative wouJd 
. result in a reduction in on"'.street commercial loading supply on Mission Street·such that 
the e)dsting loading (jemC!nd during t~e peak 'hour .of _loading activities could not.be 
accommodated wit.hin on-street loading supply and may create a potentially hazardous 
condition or significant delay that may affect traffic, transit; bicycles, or pedestrians. . . 

~- Mitlga.tlon Measure M-Tk-48; Enforcerrent of Rarking-Violations 

Because the effectiveness of the. use of camera video enforcement ofparkin~ regulations along 
new tran$it .. only lanes is l'lot;known,_ the feasibility. ofthis measure is uncertain ·and impacts on 
this corridor remain significant and uhavoidable. , 

.-o:. 

' • · l~pact iR-51: hnplernentation ~f profoct-:leve!. TfRP.30_ 1 Mod¢rateAlternative Would 
result i11 a reduction in on-street comrrierqial Joa~Ung supply on Stockton Street ~i.J.ch that 
the .existing loading· ~em and durI!lg the p~~k hour of loading activities could not be 
accommodated with ii) Ol'M;tre~t loading. supply ~nd fr,ay create $ P~tentiaUy h_azpr<;lous 
conqiticin or significant deh:iy that may affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or pedestdan$. 

- . :M;tiga.ticm. Measqre M-TR-48: Enforcemenr of PC1rking VJoJa.tions · 
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' ~ . . . .. . . . 

.Bec~u~e ttie e~~tivene!is·of th~use. of 2~mer~ vJ.~eo enf6rcEmfo11t ot':parking regulati~rts along 
. new tr~ns~~ohly lanes is i1ot known, tn~ feasibillt/ofthis n1gasur~ is 'u~teitain and' i'mp~cts on 

' ... . . . .. ·. - ' .. _ . . ·",..-. ··· .... · ·.·'-t" , ... : ... ~ ": .::-,. : ;, :. '- .: . : ' :...:: - ' .: -< '. 
· this corridorremairi significant and· unavoidaale .. ' . · · ·· .·.· . · · -' · · ... 

. . . . . - . . . . . ~ 

• · 'mpactf8-~2~ jri,ple~~r1t~tiqrt of proje~t~l~vet ftRP.30~1· ~ah~ed.PJte.t.DC1tive wQald 
.. -._· ~~~yJtirr~ ·requctjofrin.ctn-:§treet c,omrri~rci~UoadingJ;~pply~~o.n ~toc~on stre.et:sµchtfiat. 

· .. t.~~ ~~_i,st.1r~Oo~~-irg ?~~~.n~. dur!n~ tpe. P7~~ ryour. .of lpadin~. ~~~jyiti~~ .c~µ!~ .. not ~e : .· , : . 
~cc:o~m9:da~~d .~1Qt111 o_n:-~~r~E?t lp.~.d1na. slJppl~ r:u1q may_<~~~~Je~.~- po~7r~1aJ!¥: h~~-~~~9us . 
condit1on'or s1gmficantdelay that may affect traffic, transit, 'b1cyGles,. o(pedestnans. · 

,:"'._~~·_,'-~,· •.'. t'_ •.1· •• ~ .. ··'.l-:· ~::,/<"":~· L _lei.·• .·--;-.{.<:: :: '. '·:!• ... \'•.>-··; • 

· M,itig_atio~ fv'!~a.su~ M;. TR"4B: I;nfol'9ernen.t of Parking.Viqlatiqns/ · "' • ·· .. ·. , . 
~ - . : . . • . , .". • I. • • 

• •• < 

BecaU!:!E{the effeqtiven~s of the use of cam_ei"Ci Vid~o enforcement of pa:dcing r¢gld;ation$ ~lq,ng 
~ew trnnsi~~gDIY)~r;t~Js:ne! known; th~ _feasibility c;if this rne~s.i;ir{:} is u~:Gertair ~ri~ impe1cts PH· . 
t'1i$'corndor r~mairtsignjfjcantand uriavoidap,le; ' . . . '· i', . ··. · ·" 

,--.,-',"~~!'._.•_,_, ·' l'r- .. , ··-.':·.·,....,,.~, .·:··:.,. ..:, .'-.,.··.·. . .. ::··::. ·~·· .:·~·:.c ,'-• 

· •'· ·' ImpactTR~53:r lrnplelli.ent~tiori ·9r proj~ct'"leyef trRf>jo_ f E)Cparid~~ Alternativ~ \taria.nt · 
, , • .• • • ~ I , ••• • • , ., ~ ·-· t" . - '' .; ,.. /i'. j 1 < , \ • • _• , \ -•. ,~, ' ·• • • • ,4 •• • •• , • • • , • ;· • , ••• • 1 '--, ,",' , -1 . · ,-_ ·: . • . . ' . • 

. '• '1 Would_fe_$.41t:in a reauction·in 0J1."~!r~et com!lle~Cia!:l~a~irlg .~UP.P,l}i'o~ $to~kton·street .. ·' 
' '.si.Jchth~t to~:exi~tjijg'1 loa~ing' ~ema.n~ 'clUriilg'tft~ Pea~ h9ur of lqacling acti\jiti~s. could 

• '. .- • , _ '._ ,\ ·:_-~· , ., .l. i_ - ' ' ·· ,., '> \ f• ' • • '>t _ • ·, • .••. , . • \.--' · .· , \'."" • , ~ · : , · • , , ;- ' 1 .. ,-·~ •""-•. ,',.· J", \ •, .•• ; , , • · •• I ., •• ·, • •. ; ' -. , \ 

· ;not be· accommqpa~~d·w1fu.m'on~stt;E,!t}~, !gasJmg supplya~d'fTI~Y, '?~eat~~. PIJ!E!pt1~lly 
' ilai:ardous conpitiofforsignificarlt delay that mayaffecf traffic, trarisit,bicycles,' or 
pec:Jestri~n~,; . . 'o, :· , ·: · .. ;_•, •.' ·; ,; · _ ·. ·" ' .. ·" . 

} ... -, 

.. -· Mitigation Measo~ M-TR-48: Enforcement of Parking Violations .·_._ . · .· . · . , . 
-'>-.:,·':~1:..-··~···./:;--'.~· .... -, :-~ J._~::'1-·-: '),:,-:\"'.~'it ..... :.-'-:.,:.·; .. '.'' "--.)~· 1 ··; -.. ;-:\ '.,-;_ ~-·i ·: :...·~~;~· ··· .. · ":,.:: :~-;~.;~:t: .. :~~~l-'-'.·.?~<.---·· .·~i-'1 ·'~ .. :.:-:~·--

BeG~Us'e tqe 'effeetivene;;s1 «lithe usE!: of:.c<3ni~ra vid~o ~~for~tTI,e,inf pf pCirl<log· te'.9.~l~tioils ~iortg .. 
new trc.risit-'cinly,rao~· is· notknqwn; the:f~Clsipilfty of this rneastjr~is y(lcertaill'and·jmp~cts. oh'·. ·.' ; 
this cprrjcfof rern~i~ sigilftJcantapd:ljnavoida~I~~; •· ·• '.: . . .. ·. ( ' ;, - : ,'c. >'.: . •.. L~: . " . 

. . ·:,·~·." ... ~ ·'·:,·.··,, ·._.;·~.•.~:i . ~·~ j>::,1_1" .• __ ·,·:~,·t;;i.: .. ,:_;: .. ::- ... ; ' .. -~.~~~ ····\·;·~ J~ .. =· . ·.·:-.,:.:i-:·1-~,:.~-! _:~<-: .. 1·· :_:·: . . 'f. . . . . . • . ... . . ' .,;.;... . . . . .· . 
• . lmpactTR-54:.~ lrnplernentation of prc)ject-l~vel TTRP;30~1 Expanded Alteinativ~ .Variant.. · · 
' . 2 )VOiJld result in i ~edlJctitin' in ofl-s~re~f ~omrnetclal toading, S~pply'on Sto¢1<t9~ Street 
: ~:~YPh ,the:itthe. ~~~ii rig Joa.~.i!Jg ~-~111ang gµt,i_ng: th~p~ak, )J.qur'(>f foapir:ig, ~ctiV,~i~~ :~quiet 

;· "r{9t; be:ac.wrnrnod.ateo: within· on~~treet 16amrl9 ;supply ~nd.m~y' qrf:iate a i:>otenti;;:illy· · . 
......... ·' · .. •:•··'·'"·•~),_ .;f ..•. .,.,.}, ~-· ··.\.') 'j 1 1 ·:•,,·t.~.'~'·· ·•1.- .. 1

1
' · •·,-··• , '-' ~~ .• ,,.-., '-;}'r·l•"'""·'-•,;•_1 ··,···~.._; · 

:)l~~.~~~~~. ?~H~~i9~. o.r.sign!fi~~nrd~I~¥ th~~ rri.ay ~ffect traffic, transl~. Qic~9,~. or .. 
<~R~<,e.~.r1a.~s., .,.,.,· . · · _ . , · '· ,• · > _. . ;: ~ , ;1. • . ;, _ , • • ... .;'., 

·.- .· ,,. '·· : Mlifg;?ti~~-M~~i~Nfr,11t-tR:~~B/~~tqf9~fuE3pi:9tP~d,i;ri~5!JpI~'.fio{,t!',; , . ·' .·.· 

J3e<1i_us~1 !lw.~~~-Gfiv~n~s:.ot.th.~;.~s,~{qf·~~~r~.'.·~d~o.enfor.~fuent·~f·P~-~i11g;_teg.ci1~ti~1Js-·arong 
n~ tfahsit~onfy. l~he!; 1$ nc:i( k.no\Vil, toe f~a~ibility (jf this rrtea~lire is. tihcertain and impacts tin .. 
lflis corridorr'errl'ain:significariiaild (ift~voicfabl~.: ''.; · .. " ' .. ' i' . .; .... ' . '• .. . . 

... '·'Impact c~ra-1': Tfie $ervice Policy· Fr~rnewqrK and ServlceV!mprovements or SeO,iee· 
Variants; in combiDation witl) past;· pres'enf and feasonably fore5~eable' 'development' in 
Sein Fr~ncjscoj._Vf9l.d<tci;>11J~qute ;C::on~id~raQly to a $igQjfic~nt cumtdative iinpaqt on .. :, : · . . . . . . . ' . . _. . - . . . ~ . . . . ~ . . . 
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tr~nsit, resulting lh an e~ce~dance of Muni's papacity µtilization~tandard on the Missjon 
, .. corridor' withhthe Southeast screenline of, the Downtown screen lines under 2035 

Cumulative pl Lis Service fmprovemerit~cmly condifions: · _ . , .. · : " 
. . .. . . ·, . . . -

. - Mitigation Measure M-C-TR .. 1: SFMTA Monitoring o(Mun; Sert)ic(J 
,:·.:. . : .'> - . ·.: :· . -.~... . :_·i .~.,' : -.···t':~· . .- . ·, •>" :,: ..• ·.: ... 

·Implementation of th ls Mitigatio~ Measµre wollld ~E;diice the C:Limlila~lve lrnpa¢ oritne ~ffected 
corridpr to: a ·less~than~~i9.nificant level. However,: bel)aU~e the SFMTA caiinpt'cofo~it t6'future 
'funding ~ppropriatiohs nO'r be certai~ bf its ability 16 provide 'a'ciditio~al ~ervit:e cityWjde to 
maintain the capacity utiliz~titin standard1 arhong other $eivic$ ·g~als: the feasibiHty of this 
rnitigaticm measure is uncertain: ahd the;cuinulative impact on transitfornains' sighifi~ant and 
unavoidable. ' .; 

... 
' 

·:·· ';. .:· ·.,. ·~ :,.. 
- ·. -· . ' .. 

• 'Impact C~ TR~2: > The Service Policy Framework,, TPS Tooikit eler.ner?ts ~'s ~pplied In the·· 
progr~01-Jevel TTRP corridors,. and thf3 Service Improvements With the TIRP. Mo<:Jerate 
Altern~tive, in combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable:! development 
in San"FraQ~.is~o. Would contribute Gphsidt?rably to,$lQrtificaot CLHTILila~fve im.pacts.oh' 
trar(sit, r,i;~ultihg in excee<;tances of. Muni's 'cc:ip~qlty uti,li~ajion stanqard (?n .th~ , . , ... 

, Fulto,n/Hayes .c:orridor within,the Northwest eycreenline i;ind. on 'the Mission corridor within 
the ~outh~ast screenlin¢ of tile Dqwntown screerilines unde{?o39· cumulative ·plus 
:?ervic~ 'mp_rpvemen.ts aod th,e TTRP Moderat~ Alternative c::ondj!ions; , . , :, •.. ·• .. 

· - Mitigation Measure M-p-TR-1: SFMTA Mqnitoring ofMl}fJ; Serv,ice 

Implementation pf tnis·Mitf~ation .Measure would rec;fuce th~ cumulative impact o~·the affected 
c(>rridor: tq ~Ie~§;.than-signlticant level. However, be.cause the SFMTA cannpf commit to futur~, 
fundjng approprlations nor .be certain of its abiiity to provide adgiti(mal service cltyWTde tcr .. 
mairitain ~he cap~city utiJizatiOh starida'rd; among other.service goal~. the feasiJJilify of t~is .. 
mitigation measure is uncertain, and the cumulative impact on transit remciins slgnificanf and 
unavoidable., · · · , , · · ·" · ' 

. • . ~o. · l. 

• ilf)pactp;. TR;.3: Tne)~E!f\/!~ f'olicy Frarti~~9rJ<, t~e,TPS Tqol~it: elefr.l~nts ~~ appiied in 
the progrciin-le\iel TTRP corridors~ anct the:Ser-Vic,e lrripr6vemeflts.withthe URP , 

. f:xpanded Alternative, in combination with pa~t. pres~nt and reasonably_.f9re_seeable. 
development in San F:rancisco, would contribute considerat>ly tq significant cumulative 
impacts on tri;ln:$it, re::;ulting ln e)@edc:1nces. of Munrs c~p~city 9ti1izatlon sJandard on the 
Fulton/Hayes conidorwithin the Northwest screenlihe.arid'on the Mission corridor within 
the Southeast screehlihe of the Downtown screenlines under 2035 Cumuiative 
¢6nditlons 'plus serviqe improverrlents Clncf the TIRP ~xp~nded Alternative conditions. 

~, : 

, ·~· Mttl(lC1iion M~a~.ureM;.C-TR-1: SfMTAMonit<:gingoiM~n/St?f.vicf{ .. · · 

· lrnpieine~t~tioJ.J of_thl~ MitiQ 13tion M~~sufe WQ(Jl(t r~d1,1p~ th.e cµl'fl,ulatiy~ impa¢t on tfi~ ~ffE!ctect 
~, corfid9r to a !e~s-th~n~sfgnjfic~nt 1$v~I .. Ho\\ft?v$r,. ~ecC1llse.tbe SrMTA.c~nnot.tpmhtJt tcrfut4re 

funding appropnations nor be c~rtain e>f its ~bility ta prd~ld~ addltie)na'1 §etvlc¢ ~Jfyw!~e tb' 
• • • • • ~ • J. • 

34 

·~· 



1'·' 

.• ··1 .. ,: ,' 

Transit Ef(ecllvenes·s Project 
SFMTA $oard of Directors 

CEQA Finding~: 
. 3/2112014 

. • . hri pact. C-TR-7: · 1mpiementaticin 'of th€r s~·rvice; P<)i.iby F~aineWoik:Obj'3ctwk'A; Action 
A.3 _afld Objective G~'.Actions b:3thfoU9hc.s·and~TP~ Tooikit categories: :tarief'' · 
Modifications and PedestriajlJmprovE:iri~nts ~.~ fippiie~ in.prograiii-lev~I TTR.P c9frtdprs, 

. in combinationwittl'past;pres~ntarid're~sonahlyf0reseeablecfevelop'irie'f1t in San.··· ' 
Francisco, Wriul~ result in cumulative. traffic impacts at intersections al9r1!fthe·,corridors '· .. 
under 2P3~ Cumu.lative pl4s Service lmpro~emen~~'. and the TTRPModerate ,A.ltern~tive 
co~piti.P,O!k.· >~.;-; .· · ·, ·• .. ,: __ ,·' 

. : ~. • ... ,· i ... :- -- . . : i' ' "; _· : ' . '..> ! ;- .- -· . 

. - Mffigption Mf?a_s~re· M~TR-E1: Qp{imizatioir.of lntersectiqn 0pf3rafioµs , 
- . .• . 

Becay~~,_tbis, m~a~1:1te maY: not.be a~~quat~fo,Jnitigate int~rs~ctlori· traffic oper,atiQ(ls fo less:: 
than:-significaryt levels; and because thedeiasibility of providing addition:alyehicle Ci:fpacity is,· ·; 

... unknoWn .and it is hot always possible to optimize an. intersection such trat. levi;il of service Will 
irnprove.fo"tO$·o.or:better;··.tlie feasibilitybf hiitig~tiorfis ~bt'. assured~ T~~refore;· th~· .. .'·: . 

. • • • •• • ~ - '·,_ • . . . '. t :: . .' •. . ' . ' .-'· ... ; : - J: d' -.. j .•• - ~ '- ... ·, ' . l - . : . '. ·• ·' .• · .. .,·. -•-- . .··.: .. ,: -. ,... . '. --- • 

cumul~tive: impact On' traffic operation~ remains ~igllificant and \Jri'avo!dabJe · 
k·: .. ,,.._·}- _-.;..~': '-··:~::,·· _ .. _,. .. "",,'>~ :' ; ·.~ .. :. ··-~]·~·--':;.·.~--(:· ·;.,"''1',..,~·+:'. · .. __ .. : . .• 

• .. lmp~ct C-TR-9: lrnplemenfati,on of the Setvice Policy Framework O_bj~ctiye A,-:Actic;>ri 
. :A:~ ~r~.p.bj~_qJy~..9~.A~i~_p,sJ~-~ tn~~~~h c,y~n9:rr~·:T?,()l~~.~teg9~e~:.: L~l"!Ef: .. ;}: · -. ; ., · _ ··· -
. Mod1fic;at1o_ns and Pedestrian _Improvements as applied m program-l~vel T[R-P c;orqqors.: · . · 
would result in cumulative traffic irnpacls afintersections albng the corridors\Jnde(2035'' 

.·· Curri.ufati\fe pl4s S.ervi~ lr:npfovements anc{ttie TfRP· ~pa11~e.d AltE!m~tive ce>nditiori~; 
",L,,"•L,, '•;' .~: ·:~·,~~<~·. ··.~ -'·':'•_1·~_:::., .'':'.~,;_ ·,::·:·:·,:' ,• ", '.:: ·-:. :r .... ~·: ~'-(.~~:i~··; ·._ :!.".', '"·~ .;;• ···(;; :'•t 

·· .. ;:_. -'.Mitig~tion•MeasureM::Tk~a: optfmii~iioho{thtersection611~iaiicins·: . ::. · 
• .., .i ' ,o· :·:.:;···:\ ._;:; ·.".;·,·:-:_.:/:··~,') .·'. · .. ~,i'.~"· :'~'.:.~-°'.· <. · .... ·-. .~' ;•.>. >;~:··;. ·I: ;;.<··I·.;···· 

Because this measure rriaY not be adeqp~t~ to. mitig~te in~efs~ctio1:i traffic opera~ons fo less;.; 
::, ; .. :' .. .:,-·d ... ,:·., ~:;-. .:«.:_., .•. /_. ; ~'.-t -i .. ·~;· _,•_.,! . .:..·~;~ ·~· : ... · .. ,_ .. , ;· .. \:·,~.· . :~-- .. ·!- • ."1~1<' ..... ::.,:,;·.-,.;:· 

tha.wsignificant le\tel~/ and b,ecau~~ tile 'foa~ioility of provl(Jing ·additiqr}al ·vehicle capacjfy is;· : 
uni<~o.wn anq rt .is n'at atway~ pdss1b1e:to~of:>timii~ an irite~eeti<msucf1 th~tieve1 of'~$rvice \vi11. ·. ·1• -

i1J1Pf~\f~to LQ,9, q <lL~~n~r·.~P-7. ~ffe.~1y19r:i~~~.PfJb_is. rnitiQ~ti9_n rriea~pr~ i~ npt.,as~µr~i ard . 
'"')_,_,. •· .. · .. ·., ·' .. ;o.'·l-·· ,;,..~.- .. ·.··: ~ .. ,.':'······ .. ·. ·~ ... , '.' ...... ·~ .• ~ ........ ':'!" ".·' . ,., ... , .. ~·[, .' 

rnttigation ls ipfe,a~jJ>l11'.: I~~[7fpre. th~ ,curnulati'{~ ir;ryp~piJ;>,~· tt'!ffi'? pper~ti~ns rem51ips :,:, . 
sl~hificarit ahd U!'lavoidable. . -. : " ;•· ,'> : " .. «:'. ;-1: · :' · ·• -~: 

• : lmpa~t: C-tS;.13 :, IJiipl~mentatiOri:' otth~ 2Q35'dµrn~J~tlv~·plus'Seiyii:¢ lmprov~meflts. · 
aodthe-TTRP;J Expanded Altemative would contripute i;onsiderably. to cumi:Jlatiy~ fraffic; ·. 
im-pacts at th.e int~r~ection of M~r~ef/Qh~rchi14th !?.treats doling th,e t>~rri •. peak hour. , . 

. -.=- .. -~'. " .. :~ ..•. ·."·1 :· ·,= •. ~··: 1·'.·:_. ......... ~ ... ~. :~ :,:,.: ... ~~, )(' •. ·_:: ••• :.\=<-: ·.::.:. ~:<r'."'.,}:::>'·-.=.~- ·>~· ,':~!:./.~ .. :.:. ;:-:: ·:.~.-r·J~·:'~.;·:!.:·( .. \ 
NQ feasiQl~mitig~ti.<?IJ me,~~ur~s:are ~V9j!~ple~r,td th~ !;l!mul~tiye, ir:np~<;:t r~m~ins ~lgnifi~nt .. 

· · and unavofdatil~.': .. : . . . ·: . ., . ,. .,- . . . - .. -. .. .. . · .,, , ... ··· :,y 

1 .. 

. ii Impact QoTR~14:· : iMplementation dt the 2oss:oumulative plUs s'etvice. lmpr9vements .. 
and th~ TTRP.5 EXpaiided Alt.em(3tive woulci ·resuit:in cumulative traffic. impacts ~tthe 
intersectiqn of Fulton §treet/MasC>11icAvenue dl!i"ing th~ p.rn~ peak hour; · 

•.• ·• . •. .· . . .•I . . . . 
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No feasible. mitigation measures are available and the cumu.lative Impact rem a.ins significant - -
and 1.Jr1avoldable. , ,_ , -

• lmpa_cf C-TR45: lrnplementationofthe2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements 
.. ·and the rTRP.8X E.Xt?ahded Altern(itiye .wouJd res\ilt hi ¢umulative traffic impact? ~t the · 

Intersection of Gen.ev~lwenue/Carter Sfreetclllrhig the p.,rn; p_eak ~ou.r. 
. - ·- _ .. -~ . - . . - ' 

No feasible mifi~ation measures.are avafl~6)E)- and :tfi~ ·curriulativ~ imp13~t .remai~s significant 
• • I 0 • • ; ··: • • • : • O~ • • r ~...... • ' ,., ' • ' • ~ 1-. • • • 

and unavo_idable: - -- ' ' 

• lmpac(C-TR:-tS: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements 
and'tbe TIRP.8X Expanded Alternative woulclresult in cumµlqtfve traffic impacts at the 
intersection of Geneva Avenue/Moscow ~treet during· the p.ni, peak hol:Jr: 

- No feasible mlti!;jatlon measures are available and the cumulative impact remains significant 
and u~·ayoldabJe. , · · · ·. - · 

.. -. ~ . 

• hnpact c;.rR .. 17: lrnplementa~lon 9fttie 2035C'Hmul~tlve pJu!):Servite Improvements 
and the JTRP.14 ~xpandedAlternativ~ would re~µIt irtprojec.t; aqq.cumulative traffic 
impacts at the intersection of Randall Street/San Jose Avenue during the a.m. peak 

,, . . h<?ur., - · · . . · . 
·-<,' 

No feasibl~ mitigation meas·ures a(e available and the cumµlative impact rem~ins $ignlfic::ant 
~fr1ci ur1~Y,6idabie: · · - · · ' - · ,. . ' · · 

.,_.,. 

• '.Im pactc~ TR-1 B: lmplementatkm Of th'e 20~5 curnulatJve plus sen.ii.Ce Improvements 
.. and the TIRP; 14 Expanded Alternative Woulq result in cumtllafive-traffic impacts at the 

inter-Section pf Mission/Fifth streets during the a~m. peaK hour. 
' . . . 

·,. 

No feasfble mitigatio.n measures ~re fiVaifable. a~d t~e curtiuJative impact remains $ignificant 
and unavoidable. . . - - . . . . ; .. -. . •. . .• 

. ·' 

• ; lrnpact ·c-iR•1S: Implementation Ofthe 2035 Cumulative pJUitService bnprovernents 
and the TTRP.14' Expanded Alte.rnative would result in cumulative impacts· at the·. , .. 
intersection of Mission/16th slreets during the p, m. peak hour. · ,;_ · · ·· 

.No-fe~slb~e mit.tgati.on.rneasures are available ~nd the co~utati\ie impact remains· siSnificant 
and UhaV9idable. , , 

• :Impact ~:TR-2(): lrnplernentatJon of the 2035 CIJmuiat!v~ plus Servi~ hrip,royt;irnents 
andTTRP,22;ifExpanded Alternative would result in pr9JeCt aricfcumutative traffic· · · 
impacts at the intersection o.f 161h/Bryant stree!s during the p.m~ peak hour. ·· .· 

.. ..,..' {Wiflg~tion;Measure M;;.TR-26; Intersection Restrlping·f}t 1efi1Bryanfstre,e,t$ 
.... ·· :.·. : .;' 
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lmplem~ntation of Mitigation Measure ~ TR-26 would 'not improve lntersectiotr operations to LOS 
0: or .. betterduringthe p.m. pe(ik.holJr; therefore; cumulative traffic impacts at the. int~r~ection.of 
16111 'and .Brye1nt streets remain s~gnifiqarit. an.cl unavoidable.' 

·:·:.~i.,_.~ .·;·~.: ·, :~~ ·: . : ! ;.···.·· '· ··. ~'· .:· ~ . ~j ... . .·'" ' 
~ r , .. 

· · · • Impact c-TR.;21: iJiriplernentation o{the 203s 'oumulative P!l!s Ser-Vice 1mproverrie11ts 
· · · flOd the. T.fRp:22:_ 1. Expan·d·ed Alt¢rriative Varj~nt·1wQ'uld:iesult 'irl. project aria tr~f:fic 

. cymulatlve impacts at the intersection of 1 SlhJBryant streets. ouring the p.m, pe,~k.hour: 
... ·.·~l •.•· _:,· .'.:-L, •": • • •• ;• -:- ~':; .. ,~. '.,.~' .•':·~:: .'· ~.;· T -·.· -:· .. ; • :::::··-.· ,'j ~·;•~ ~-~ •.• :.:·;•:<,:: 

· . - MitigationM~a,sµre M-TR~2.6; Jnt~rsection Re~triping ~t Ufh(Bryant$tteeis. . • 

lrnplem,ent~tion of MW9.ation M~~9.r.e .M~ TR"'.2.6; wo~!d'. nptJlllproye i(1,tersectiofl bp~r:;3tiQf1~ .to LOS .. 
• Q or.better du'ririg tt;e p.m. peak hour; ~erefore, curr.iulative:traffic .. impa~~ at the intersection of. 

1at11 and Bryanfstreets remain significant and unavoidat>ie. · • , '.· ,.- , · , · ... , , 
. . . 

·· ... -.:.-~·'j;;·. -./-.,.~., ~ ... .': ·;:_ .. :.'; 1 :'~· ·\'r.·~··;),!'. ;, ,'_.-_; _.·:. -:: .',·'r'. ;··· . ;'.:;·:~:·.:'. ... '/·.· · ~ .;:· -..... ·.,··;.)~.(~:'.~ __ ·, ·· 

• 'Impact C~TR.;22: Implementation of the 2035 'Cumulative plus Ser\tice. lmpre)vements 
and the. TIRP.22""" 1 Expanded Alt~tnCitiV~ Variant. 2 would resultin projectand ', . ·'" · . :: 
CL1mulative traffic impCicts at the intersection of 16th/Bryant sfre~ts dLJring the p.m~ peak 

·< "..- .; -hour~. c .: •• ~· • • ,,. ···~ ·: ~- ,_· • • , .• • • • •• 1 • :· • • ... ·\ •• • 

-.·, 
i>' -':~. , .. :·· --• ' '·+. 'r•·( • ! ,, ;·~I t: · 

- : Mitigation Measure M·TR:.26: tntersecti6n Re~trlpi~g at 16'h1Bryantstreets 

lmplernentation·of .. Mitigcition'M,ecis4re. M;;JR-2~ \Vo.ut.d .. ·riot ·impr6ve intel'Section operations. to LOS 
b or b~tter during the P~iTI. peak hour; therefore; cumulative frafficTtnpacts at'frl:~ intersection of' 
16th and Bryant streets r~main significant ~Ii~ unavoidapie. 

• • - ! ''f • '1 1' ' '1 t\. ~ . ' . ! - -.~·i : .. 1:.-;,_ .:::(< ,· .. ' ; ~. ·,_ , . 
. ;::_.~'='..-r..:-.·~I·:._-:· .. ,! ~~>.:J.~'_ : .. ·._~,:·:·.·-:.!:<:··_., : .. ·:"'·~::./ ... ~ : .... -:·~- ..... ,~ .... ::: I.' -;" •. "·:·• .. £.:(; .. __ ~:-: _(' . . ~·f •• ~J' 

•··'·lmp(ct. ~~l"R.:.23:' liilpl~rrie.ntc1Uo~ 'bf tlie ~Q35' Qu111u!ative .P.!iJs §ervice lmprovem~nt~ 
and the TTRP:22_:1 ExpandectAtternative· would result in· projecfarid 'cumulatH1e' traffic 

, impactS atthe Intersection of 16th/Pofrero streets during the p.m. pe.ak hoµr. . · · 
·::~,:'.-':'·i<~.:':: .: <. ,_;.,:'.',-~.-,,-·i\.:""··,:·. I·! .. '-'·'~~:~'_'·'·:·:. ·::,1 ~··'.· .. ~~:~~·, .. _. \··/ , ... :,i •.'.''..:·.',.·~I~ : ';';!,'~.;:;1~•'~ - .. .:..; ~··;'7 ·.;',, 

No· feasible mitigation measljre~ are ayai!e1bl.e .~ind th~ i:umul~~ive impact reni(iin~;-sig.niflt~nt · . 
anq unav.oidable.~ . . · .. . · .. · · · · · · ' 

:.· "·· f ;' -~- •• : ··::·-~·_, • •• ( '~ ;·::';. • • ~--:. ·_) ·' ..... :. 

• ''. irripabt ¢i-TR.;211i. ·'lmptementation' of tli0', 203$~~fuu1citive ·r;itis' servic~ lmprovem~nts 
• arid· tlie TTRP:22:_1 ··E:>Cpandea Attema~ve'Va~ant t wo'uid'resuit In' projecl 1and·:: -.r. 
• cvrriulative traffiq if'npaGts * 1he int~rsecti<)n. of· 1 qth /Potrero. streets d urtrig tne P~rn '. peal< : , . '_h(:)liff }:··~ · .. ~'· .. _ ~. .. t , ·. ~ ·.:1 :-·1_ .· : , ! . .. ,. ·:.· ~; ··: ~·:·: ~ '··.:.::.-~ ·:'·; .• ·: ;~. ~-'· .'':::,: •• :· • .. : ·,'U . : J·"!··_,: '. ·'.-·' :'.. ; : ~ ·• .. -~ ~ .. " ~-,_. ·;· "> ·:· . _. '.: -~ "· . .. :'I 

... 

. No. fea~l~te lflitigatl<?n measures ~r~ ~v~U:ap1e. ~nq tne curnut~tiv~ lroP~~ remains sigh meant 
ancfunavoidable:' '. ,.•:·:'. >: : '<! . ' .•. . .. • .. · . -- ·• ,, , 

••• ~ ,f : • 
· .. ,·. ... ,1. . : ~-

•• · · lmJ:>'a~(c·~~:Zs: (mpl~meht~tiph Of llie 2635' cJmur~tive plus ~er.vic~-frnp~6vement~ 
~·. · ,and the TTRP,22 . 1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 would 'result in project ahd. , . . . 

.. ··. ·cl.lmidative fr~ffi~ lmpacfs>aftne int~rsectlOi; of1.6!11fPotfefO' stre~ts;d'u}lng the' p'.rn: p~ak · · 
he>u.r. · · · · · , ··· :'r· 
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. . 

No feasibJe mitigatioh measures are ava1labl~ and the cumulative impact remains significant · 
and unavoidable, .. · 

• Jmpact Q;, TR-26: lmpfemehtation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements 
. and theTTRP.22 1 Expande~ Alterriative wouk~·resu~. ir:i.cumulat.iv~ t.rafflc~itnpacls at the 
· 1ntersect1qn .of 1 ~UVQ~er:is streets during the t;>:m peak hour. · , .· .• . ' · · . 

No feastble niftiga~ion measure~ are. avaffable and the cumulative impact remains significant 
and unavoidable. . .. .. .. : ' 

. . ·•. '• . 

i · • impa~t C"'.TR·27: 1ri1p1~mentationofthe 2035 cumulative plus SeNlc~ linprovements · 
•·. and the TTRP.22 . ..:1' Expanded.Alternative Variant 1 would. result in cumulative traffic 

impacts .atthe intersection of 1.Slh/Owens streets during tfie p.m. peak hour. , · . 

No fec;isitii~ mitigation. measures are av.a,ilable and' ttie curpylative impact~ rem.ains s;ignificant 
arid unavoidable. 

.• lmpa:ct C-TR-28: lrnplemer:ltation ofthe2035 Cµmulative ptu~ Service Jmprovernemts 
and the TTRP.22_ 1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 would ·result in cumulative traffic 
impacts at the intersec:tion of 161h/owens'stl'eets dllringJhe j:>.m. peak hour. ·· 

·· ··No feasibfe·mitigation measures are f!VailabJe and the curnul.ative impact remains significant 
anq unavoidaple .. 

• Impact C.._TR-29: lmplementatio'n of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service.Improvements 
plus. the TTRf.22_1 Expanqeq Alternative would r¢~ul( ~h cumulative traffic impacts at. 

· .. th~ interse.ction of 1'6~/Fourth streets during th.e a.m, and p.m. peak hours. ·. '. 
' ' . '". . . . 

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the cumulative impact remains sign1ficanf 
and unavoidable." 

• lmpadtC"TR-30: Implementation ofthe2035,Curnulathte plus Seriiice Improvements 
an~d theTTRP.2~1 Expanded Altetnalive Variant 1 woulq result in cumulativetra.ffic 
impacts aJJtie in~~rse~oljof 16th IF ourth streets d4ting the a.m. 'anc:J p. m~ peak hours. 

N~ feasible mitigation ~eas.uh~s are a~ailable and the cumufative impact remains' s'igniftcant · 
and unav().ldable. 

• Impact c~TR-31; Implementation of the 2035 Currtul'ative pllis Service Improvements 
arid the TTRP.??.J ExptJ.ncl~d Al.ter:nativeVariant.~ Y\'ould resylt in cumulative traffic 

·' !mp.a_c,~s.:aUhe, irif~rse~ti2n ot 1 sttrtFoui:th street$ duririg the a.fr\~ and p'.m., peak_ h()urs. 
,. . ... . . :·F·.. .· : .. ··'.'·:: :. :.· ... :.· ·" . . .·. ·' 

No feasible mitigation rtieas1,1res are ~Yii!ilabl~ c:tnd thecumula~Jve imp~ct remains sigliiflcant 
and unavoidable. . . . · . . . ' . . ' . . , ' 
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. . . . ·. ·.. . .. . . . . 

•· • .. lmpatit C•TR~32: .. ImplementatlonQf the 203s cumulative plus Service Improv~me!its · · 
· ~ri~fthettr~_P.?2.:1 ~!<Panded Alternat1V~-·w9u1d resu~i ih project~n~ 9~mul~tive traffi9 
impapts~Hhe inte(s~c:tion of 1611i/Severithstreet$"during;the:a:m:- and p.m: p~cik .hours. . . . . . . . ~·· .. . ., ' . ' . .. ~ 

• :~:·· • ~·.; j~,:· - T ... ~.:-'.< ~ • • ~ .; : :I . ' ~ ·_,~" '," ' •> ~-.-~. •.. \, I ~, t ·>'.~\, ' 

No fea~ible initigation ·measures. are available and the cumulativ.e impact remains significant 
and ·unavoidable. ·. . . ' . '·· . .: .; . " : 

. . . . . . ' . 

~'-. lm_iJ.~~·c-TR-33: _ lmpteine.·n~ti0rfofth~·?o35 ctimt.l!~~i~e plus setyi_pe: ,Improvements 
· and th¢ TTRP..22~ . ..1 ~andec:IAIJ~mative Vqnant 1 would r~sult in project and .. · . 

~;···· .. ·:~H~~l~p-keh~~ffi¢ irnRagt~ ~~ t~ i~t~t,s~Gtio9 of~1st111s~~e.~t~~sve,~~ -~~rir~.·!~-~-a.rJ1. ~ri~··-·· 
"- ·:·,P}~\~e~ "';~e~-,~ ,> ,· :· ·· · ,·. ·, .. ·: :· :·,_,. · < ~-:· ... ,. -" · :','· ,,·:,.. ·.,, 

. No tea~i.ble.mitigationm~~i:;uresare·availabie and the,.curiiulati\(e impact i"¢mai~s sigriificarit' · ,; · 
and uriavo.idabl~. ',\' . : 'i. '.,;, ; , ' : ' ' ; ·" :;, I ; . . .. ' . • 'r 

- ·, . • • • • _ .• _,- .. - ' ,. ; • • • ~ -· - '1.• ·._·.,.. ' ·' i. 
-~·,.·~··'· ·1;:·_1~,~~;.~· .. 1: _-t~ .;;_;:,'~','-· .--'::,;~--·-.' - - ''~· ' •. 

•.· 

•. Impact C· iR-34: lmplement~ion of the'2035 Cumofative ply$. $.~rvi,¢~ Imprqvemen.ts .. , · 
.. ~l'lc:t theTTRP:22_JExpahd~cf~temf3tiveVarian! 2:y;,,o_ljidresult.in proj~Ct and . . , 

C:~lll u~f~ivk~htt~!f!.q:._i~p~~ts<~~ t!1~}pt~r~.¢.ctig11, e>f l?t11IR.~Vfi(lth_ ~t~eef~ c_i~tlng th~ .ci. ~··and 
p.m; pea ours .. :· · . · . · ·. · " :, .,, · ,- ... : . 

• • :.:·.:·'. •:~ '." ':_, • > .·:.:~- ' ~ ;_~-:t,~I <: ·. • ~ ·., ~ ~:; ~:· ' ,J --.;-·J -.~~ ' .,;· .. _, 

,·. ,.· .. f:. "" ... ·._,,._ .. -·:·, - - -1 _r._· --·-·:-:·•" .,,, ,· .. r··-~i· 1;: ·.· -.·' • ', ... _- -· ... ~,.-·.·· :··· .. ·-,1-~\- --~!': _ ».'!'' :.r..' .. -

No feasible mitigation 'mea·sures ate iiNc3!1able and tne, ¢1'.fri:nJlativ~ J111p;3.'ct ~rP~in§ ~igllific~nt 
. ' : . . ·: . - : .-~-,~: ' ; . - ·."- ·~ ': .: . - ·- ';'. ' -- ·' . - .,\. ' . 

Etnq uriavo1d~bfe . 
. . :-~.:~.~:;:~i'._''..-~"::P_'.·: - - \ :.: -•. ,. ::.'.~,'.~.~; 

• .l~P~<:t C:-TR~35: lmpleinent~~ion of the·2035 CiJmulatjve plus SeiviC,e Improver:nents 
... ahc:t th~ J:l:,RP;30j,1 Exparictf:!d Alt~rnath(e w()uld re§u,lt in proj~~ a!id ·c~mUlativE{traffic :_; 

...• , .irnpagts .at th,~ .ir:lt~~e~iQ.ri_c;>f <:;,i;>_hJr:n~u!) Av.e_nµ~<;3t~er1.S:tre~f!Stq~~Ql'.1 $tr~et. :.'.' • ... , "· • ,_ .. · 
• • " '' > • '. ., • _,, • • • ! ·: . ~' .:· . - i • . . - . ' ' . - - - • .·' • - : . - : 

.. • . _·. • • ' : ~ .. : .':...:l_,. • .L~ ; :._ . , , _;,'·~;_..,: ••• "--; •• • • ::_;: ::_,_ "':·" ')._:: -_-_: cr· ·1 •.• ~ ;;_.: ·, ... ,:i' ·: .. · /,; .· . 

N.o. feasible roitigatioo mea~ures ar~·availaple. al'.ld the. cumuiatiV'.e' nnpact remains sighifiCaiit . . .. . . . ,, . .. . . . ., .. . - . _., .. 

and un~y~~dei,~1:~' · ,:;, :t __ . , , .. ", .' , .... , '· ,_· · ,, 
:":.·'··'.=·~;:'-_•.·J":,_~-."t- __ .:··:1 .. _·L.\::·:.-=;·<:·:·-;: -~ .- ~~ ~>:.~·--'.'·.;_;:>... :.· ·: _/_ .. ~·.,,; -~- .. ·<· ··:: ~:_1•• t ·-·,.::-· -~.:~ :~<~'.-~' ~- ..... ., ·_, 1 '..:; 

• · 1mR~~,-cf~ T~,~~,; :Jmp!ern~r~.i\l~!Hn qttb.e}p~s Cµ!J1~!5l~Y~. p,1~~ §ervi~~ lrnpro,v~rnents: 
aiiq theTTRP,30.'""~;:~>Wlilrn~~~,-Nt~m~~tye V~riflDt~.'YB~l~,'r~~'t:in·~,roJept,aricf;c,-·•-_. . · 
cumul.ative trCiffiC irnpa.cts attl)eJntersection of Columb4sAvenue/Gr~en Street/Stg.cktqn• · 
.Street. · .•. · -r ~.:-:,· ; ::·. _;:.:·· , .· ... . ''·' ,: · · . , . . .. , .. · 

,Nq,fe~:siP.l~JUjHg~t.itJ,~ i;r,~Ci~~re~ a.r,~ ~ya!lt:1bl~:~11g tb~ 9W~U-~i3,tiye imp~tjf~p.t~i~.s, ~ig_pJfiqant 
and unavoiaable. _; :· .. .. , . ,_. .. . , . _,· .. ·.·.',".·'·,.···•·::. .: ... .-.>.L __ · ..... ·., __ :.· ··_:;-1 ,. ,_. 

• :. 1 •• :~~-~-!'.'.t_--~-,~-J-r,•~: ·. _·.· -t . . •·-.··'·;i-·'_' :;• . .-_Ot.~ .•. -.. -.: . . : . • • ~. , 

' ' ·{-',.--.-<~' ... ~;~:'/ .. ,,}~~·: ... · '.:. ;·> .. :.·:~ . . >)'. __ . -~~-:,~:•' :~_··~;·'l·:~;::i·:i·".::.i~~---~ ... ~~~:;_'.'~~:-. 'II'.·~:/:~·:.: .. '_._ .. :\'.~-;:.'.' .. · -_~, ... :. -~; 
• l,mpact. C-TR.-37: Jinplementation: otthe 2035_ Gµmulaijye plus $E!rvi9e Improvement~ . . 
_ .·~··. (3,nQ th,~TT~P:~R-1 !=.~.aryd~~AJterr,ia~M~-Y~ri.an.t~W9,~~q,,r~,yll ih.eroj~cl and .. ·.. ·-~. ..· 
·· • · ,·cum!J!~~Y~- t~~ffiq' !i:rtP~~: at~~ i.n!erS,e~ioiJ qf C91.Llh1p\l,~.-~V,eriYW'?i~etenstre~tf8-tocktQn. 

-Street''·~ · .. " ' · ··.. :! ·· · · .. , ·• '· · · ·. ·'"' · ., .. ·· · 

:~..:::.·_):.-:;:<··_::·,:--·1<:~ . • ;~~;'; 1:.· -. ... ·;l~·-.. ,' :,(.'. ·t. :~_. ~··: 1' ., ~I,, 
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' ' 

' ' 

• , Injpac.t C-TR-43:~ lmplernent9tioh.ofthe Poik:y:Franiewor.k ()bje~tiyeA, ActioriA.3 and 
; ·, GbjecJwe C; Aetfons C.3. through C,5, and TPS Ti:>olkR Categori.es'.Transit Stop'·Y 
. ~ Changes1 Lane Modifications;-Parking and Turn Re5trictions, a·nd Pedestrian ' · 

. · !rni?rovernents as applied to the prqgrarh-level TTRP c9iridors hi combination Witn past, 
present ~nd reasonc~bly fores·eeab.le development ln San f ijincisco, w'o\Jld res~.ilt ill 
cumulative loadJng' irnpacts. .· · - · · 

- .. · ~. . . 

. . -~ .. ·· Mitig~fion. MfJB:?Urfj M'" TR~ 1.0r J?rovisiqtJ of Replt/ceinent Commertjit;il Lpaqlni}, 
' · · Spaces. . ·· . · .. _· :. _ · '_ '. __ , · . · . .: . - · ' · 

While thi~ m:e~~ure co'uJ~-r~d(Jc~ significi:111tJ~adlng Impacts, ·i~ sdme loc~tion$ qp-~treet p;arki11g 
rnay not be ~vaiiable tQ c;orjyert to commerCiai foadlng spaces on the same block i;lncl slde of .the 
street·orWithih '250 f~eton ~iJ *~j~cent s.rde·street, .the feasibili~ of providing rephacement 
commercial loadirlfl spa~s pursuant tc>Mifigation~Measur~ M~TR-jO cannot be assured, 
Therefore, the cumulative impact of loss of op-street commercial loading spaces remains 
s1gnificant arid ur1avoidabl¢/' :, ' '' ' ' ,;;, 

,'·"-; .. • :•i-!; ..•.•. , •. -

- • ·' ·:.-· 1 '·. • - ::. - - •• • •• ---~-- ~~-~·-·: • ·- ._ ... : ····;,_· -·~·: . .;:_ :·_:.: . ~-- ·~'.•, ...... -· l ·.j:.· · ... .' - . 

. • Impact C'-TR-44: Implementation ofthe project-level TTRP Moderate Alternative 
including the TTRP.14 Variant 1, TTRP; H Varjant2; and TIRP.30_ 1 in combination with 
past. pre~entand other reasoni;3.bly for.ese~able development in $an f raticisco, would 
resulf iii cum~Iative·IOadfng impacts. .. .. . .. - ·- - . ·· . 

·.'. 

""" Mitigation Me_asure M;,TR4B: Enforcement' of Parking Vi9/ations 
: "·' 

Because the effectiveness-of!Jie use bf camera Vide6 erlforcement. of p~rkJng regullatfdns along 
new transit-only lanes is notknoWI\ the feasibility ofthis'mitigation mea~µre is Uncertain and 
cumt.d.atiye: impacts on tqls .corridor remain signlfic~nt and un~v9idable; .. · 

• Impa<:tG:.TR~4s: lmplem~ntation Qf the project-level TTRP Exp~nqed.Altetnativ~ 
includh1g the TTRP.14;.TTRP:30, .. J, TTRP.30_ 1 Variant 1; anci TTF~e30_. 1 Vadant 2; Jn 
combination wltfi pasf,'pre~eht and reasq.na.bly foreseeEible devef<:>phie.nt in 9,ari · 
Fr~n.cisco; would-r~sult iilp(oject ai)d cumulative !caging 'jmpact~.. - _.. ,, 

• • ' ~,_·. - ' ..... -< :-..... ' • ~·;. • • - • • ., 

· - ' Mitigation Measure .M~TR-48: .'Enforcerpentof Parking Violations 
. . : 

Becau~~ the effe¢tivenes~ pf the µse of cc:u~era vi.deo enforcement of parking reg4iati_om~ along 
new tr~nsit-'only. lanes is not known, the fea~ibility .of this m~igati9~-me;as.ur9, ls uncertain af1d · · 
Cljmu1~tive ~fli PActs on thes~ corridors re!J)<:iin ~Jgnjft<;i;lilt a.no. Ul'H~VQid~b.I~. . . 

~ • • ·~ .'" • .. •·. ,'-· ·~I' :-.· ·' "! . . ,..1'" •• :.~: ."'\: • •. : ... :~ •. 

. . . ' .' '. • • ' .,, • "• '.. •.· : - •. ~ . i. < . • • . . ..• • : • • . ; • '"· • :.:•.: I • . • . :• . ·. c •" • « 

• .. l11JP.C19~.c-T_~ .. 49:,. 'lfl'lpl~rt;lent~tion ()f~Q'? Seryk:.e .. POIJcy,f ra~wwpr~Ppie<?~iy~ A, Action 
A.3 and ObJective-C,ActionsC.3, C.4 and c.s;·andtheTPSTocilkit categories: Lane 
Mo9ific;:itiori~, Parking anci lurn Restriction~. arid P.edestri~li lmprc;>v¢rnents. as appUed-
ir1p,rQgrarn-levelTTRP corridors; in combinatio~ with pp$t, present ;:u1g re?~onably · ... · · 
fotes~eable development lri San Francisco, may'result fn slgniffcantci.imlit<=!tive parl<ing' 
hTlpactsL · ·· - -· · · · · 
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Mltigat;Q(1 Meas.uro M-C-TR;.49; 1=)cploifii;(h~ fmplementation of Paf1<ing ' 
Management strategies. · .. .. · · · , · · , · 

It is uncertain. \,Vfi'ether parkin!fl'nariagerrient strategi~s'Would'.mitigate this significant cumulative 
part<Jngimpactto a. les~ttian-sigriificanfleveL-TherefOre; ·feasibility" of this· mitigation measar~.: · 
c;;1nnot be a.s~ured, ·cfr1d:the cumulative irnpaCt remahis sig'nificant arid u·navoidable, . ; ·. :· .. , . . , .. ·. 

: ,'• .. ~;:; ,.'!-~< ;., 
. . . 

., Impact o~ TR-52: lmpleirlentation of the pr9j¢cl-level TIRE> Moaerat~ Alternative for .the 
TTRP.14' Variant 1: ot the TTRP.14 Vartant;2;· ir1i CQrtlb{n~tiori *.ith"past, pr6ser\t' and' . . . . .. 

, .•. real:!onaQly forese~ab1E¥ ~eyelopment Jh ·s13ri franci$CO; woulcj result in significant 
· .. cuiTI~i~~i~~ P~~i11~}~-P~C.~~-: ... · . -~:·/ · ·« · , · .... -, _, .1 · ·· : ·:· . 

·· ;...,. , Mifigatioli Measure M·C-TR--49: Explore the Implementation ot Parking.' ' 
,_ , ~'- M.aTJ~g!Jmrw.t $.frCJ.tegies: .. , ! [, 

'. : .·. ::~~ > : I ,::~ .' :,,·:.: r:. • • .. ·. '_• :':: ;. ~ ';·'.:.:·• .. · , ::_ ... : '., ." •• • ".: •. :•:.;: ·~· 
0

,.'' • {:, .-

00 :J :::-~ ~-, ."·•.:)-_ .. :, 
It is. uncertain wheth~r pj;itking' managem~~t strategies wqolp mitig~feJhis signifjcant cumulative 
· parkfr)girtfp~tt t6~·1ess-than:~ignificant1e~e1. :t6~i:~t~re,.te~i:;ibiiity;of this rriitigatio~:,~~~s~r~ · · 

;';_.~--~ ,·_:,:·i.:.'i'.".'.:·.'.·~-~·,: . .(_ ·.o _·, ;:- r-:1· j ·\·:<' ..-·~·:-.·-~'.:, __ ·.• .·... ·, ,,:\ .... , :=·· ,· :_.,,;::. ·!,'· ·:~·.• •·• --~·-"::. f·' . . .. .'··. I ) ... ·'.'' -~-

cannot b~ assured, and. the cumulative irnpact remains significant apd unav9idqbl_e. . .·. , ._ . , · 
~ : - _. :- •• t ~ : : ; ,• ·' : ,· ' ·: • f : _'. f' ·'. ; .-. ' :! ,. . . - ' .. - . -. ·, - -~ l ., . 

• . 'lmpa¢t C~TR~s4:·"lniplemeht~tion'ofth~ project-leveliiRP. ~)q)~~ded Alterhativ~ tor tile 
TTRP.22_1;nRP:2.2~1. Variant 1;·or·nRP2_2~1Variant2;· iricom.biriatic;n1\Nith past, , -

·· presentaiid reason~pfy fore.se~able cjeveloprnent in. San franci$co, IJllOt!ld r~liJt h .... 
signifjcar\tcumulative parking impacts.''. ' . . . . ; ' ... ' . r .. ' •. . . . : .. 

, .. :.,,·· ... _' ; '.( .: -',"1 . _:_:} - . ,· t"" ·' ~. -~-· ,"., :. ·:•" ~-- -- ..• 1:-1 

·· · :. : ~. , M1tiga,t;on;JVJetJfltJre:M.-:CcT.R._4!Jf· Exp/or~ the-ftnplemr;Jnfation of Parking .. • · 
. . . . M<l!1?gf!f1l,ept ~fate.uie~f .·. • . . · .. c · , .. , · • · • . , . • ., · 

. . . . 

It i§ unc~rt~irl wheth~r' parkirjg· rna~ageh1ent strat13gi~ }Yoyl~;mitigate 'th ls signiti~anf cl.JmDlati~~: 
parking impad to :~ng5&.tllan-~iQr~iflca.nt :ieve1/" th~refor~;. te~§ib!iifY 'oitl1i~ rni~gation'measur:~' · · · 

. cannot'.be :assur~d~; arid ;ttie. cu.rriurat.IYe. impa¢l}~rflairis 51'9'i1itlcant an~ unayqid~ble. · · . . . 
• • "·· t ·~'.;:···.1.- ·::'.': __ .:··. ~ l,I .. ·-.. • i ··~·., •1'.• ' ·')·~·,_, ~ ••• ~. 

··_·:··· 

' . .. . 
_;,,.'· ·.·,., ...-' ~-·1_:,.,_···:- ·-,;·.·,·:::'<:·,-::_ :.-,:. .. :··.:_.·7 _t. ':_,11:~- :.: ;-·~·-:'·· .. ,.:·· ·-1"·'·--'··.·. ".·;:<·,. ~-... ':.-... -("'"~ ;.· :'.-1·=~-- ·.·: 

This S..e<?iio.n des(irib~s tyie ~lt¢.niflti\fes· t() the J:>r.oje~ arial}iz~Cf In, th~ fEI R and th,S r~a~,qf15 tor . , .. 
finqin9the'a1t~m·ativ~ ioteasib1e ~Mrejecti~~tt1~m~{r~uir~d by Pub~ic Re5ourq~~ q~ci.e, ·, · _·· 
S~ctiqn' 210B1(a)(3) ahd CEQA.,Gui'di:~lih~~ Seclibh' 1-5091(a)(J)~ •,Thil~~ctiC>~'a1~~fC)buil7tes the ' •• 
~eas6ns.for.approving the'.;TEP'a~ pr~¥o~ed. · ' .: ·.= '·~: • , .,' · , , ': :,.-,' ._·,• :· • / ,,. 

,•, ~ <!" ,· . .-: .'~-: •.• "! ~ -<::"~ •."• ~ ·. :• _;:: <·, --~• ·.·~ .·· ... : 00

"• /~" • "i~ .:: o ',·:.:!·.~ ... -:< "''.. < .. ·· ... ., . . ::.;•I:~·.• \ 
0

•: "·~ ;• \: O •• • 

CEQAmandat~s that..ari, EIR.evaluatea,reasonable r.anQe ?,faltef'nl3tive~ ~oth~ proj~ctih~l =·.'· ·. 

woJ1a "feasibly ~ttain• m6~t of ihe·"ba~lc objectiV~s otthe 'project,. 6ut: would avoirfor substahti~lly 
.... : .. :·~_.c.;_-·.-1~·. ·:... --~ ...... _. r._~.- .. :' .. ~ ... ·:."'·.·· .. ----~ .t .. 11'.~--·-.·; : .• ·.:···,,·1~i· .. 1·>.:.·i: -:'~-.-·"'"" :<·.- :..:: . _:-~:" ··. '.··,·. ·- ;,. 
lessen· effects of the project, and evalU'ate the comparative merits. of the. project." ,CCEQA ... 
Guid~lirie~ SeCtior\ 14126.6(~).) 'CEOAfequir~ th~t evs,Y ·~rR ~1$ci ~yalµ~te a "N~"Project" .. ' . 
alternative. Alterri~tives':p,rbvide-th~·dEici~ionmak~}S With.a b~sis Of domp~iison lo't6e Proj~ct. in ' 

. term$ of thek:s1gtiffi~~inufupacts ~ndtheir abmti tcfme~t pioJ~t (Jbj~gJ~e~. This cqm'p~ratfve: . 
. :,-, ..... ~ .> .. ·.· .. , · . .''': . ;~ 'f ·:.·> :~--~ .. ;:::· ·:.~··:·~ '-,·:· ·.:::·!-,;:_· .-,~; ·:: .. ~;··-,··; -",.: -~: ·, :'-\' ., . :--:··,': 
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· analysis jsu!?~d to consider reasor;H;ibly, pote.nti9llyfeasJbfe· option:s formJn!rnizing 
environrnental corisequences ofthe Propo.s~ Project. · · · 

ThE! Aften;atrv~s; listed: below and reject.eel are rejected as infeasible bas;eq upon substantial '· . . . - .. - . . ~ 

evidenc:~ in tli!3. record, incli,Jding $Vid.ence of economtc, 1¢9§11~ social, tecf'.lhologica1; and other 
considerations d~scribed in thls·$¢cii9.n, and.Jar the ·re~son~ described in Sec;:tion VI below, 
which is incorpo~ated herein by reference. 

A. Reas9~tl. f~r ApprQ,ViJi~ ~rop~~e~ Project 
- •• -< 

As discus~e4 .. above hi Se.qtfon I. anq in Chapter .2 of the FEIR; the T~P cqnsists of a Service 
Policy Fram~i:,vqrk,' Service Improvements; 12 Service-Related C~pital Improvements, and 
Travel Time .R¢d.ucUqn Propos;:ils· (TTRPs) (Whlef.h apply vartc:ius items from the Transit 
Preferential Stre~ts ~·Toolkit") along 17 transit co,tridors, For the purposes of enviroomental . 
review;the FEIR,4escr:ib$d ~11d analyzed two possible TEP project~reterreq to as the TJRP, 
Moaerate Alterna!l)le cind the TTRP Expanded A.lteri')ative-at a11 eq1.,1cif )eve! of i;jetail amt. 
analysis. Ttiis Was donebecausei ·eil~hpugh the 'TEP" wa.s exa.m"iped tn one-environmental 
documentJn o·rdettci tJnderstand the full scope Qf ~s pot~ntli.:11 environrnental impacts. the TEP is 
acfuaUy aca,iledioli ofproJectsand proposals, Which; while related, may. be implemented at 
various· time~ a'nd, in many cases, i~dep.endentlY of each other. · . ·. 

Thus, the FEIR defined: and analyzed the proposed ptoject as fw?. ~lternatiVes in order tq 
capture the reasonable· range of TEP proposals the SFMTA may chose to implement over time. 
and to evaluate.Jhe po.tential environmental fmpacts rei;uiting from that rang:e. Both alternatives 
would implementthe. $ervlce Policy Framework;. the ser\iice Improvements,, Service Variants, .. 
the $e.rvfoe-related Qap~ar, rtnprovements, and tt]e TPS ToolJdf as. applied to the pro9ram,.1evel 
TIRP corricfbr8. The. differen,ce between the two alternative pr~jects fs t.hat under the; TTRP .. . 
Moderate Alternative; these el~ments, woUl9 be implemented in combination with a ~·mode~ate". 
number 9fTP&· Toolkit ~le111ents. along certain Rapid Networj< corricfors and, µnder. the TIRP 
E:x.pan.ded.Alte.ma.tive, theseeiernent~wot1ld l?ei.mplemented in· combination with. an 
~expanded'' number of rps Tqqlkit ~lernent~ f:!fong the s(lm~. RapicJ Network y'orrtdqrs!. The 
rationale betli'nd this 'js. that the nRP Mod~rate Alternative woul~ ~c;iptl,lre a pr9j~Gt With fewer 
and less substantial physical ehyiroiil1iental $ffects and t.he TTRP Expanded Alternative Woldd 
capture a projeCt With more substantial physiea1 environmental ettecfs. 

It is not known at this tlme when or if the full; scop~ of all the TTRP proposal~ incl!Jded in .the 
TE;p wiil be implemented. lmpJeme~taUon of various TTRP p:ropo$als wlll depend on 'community. 
and stakeh~l~er input; as·v;,elJ ·as a n:iyri~d of poJlcy a.nd bl!dge.~ary .considerations. It ls likely 
that, overli!'De;"

0

the SFMJAwill jmplement a(a proje~t-level a''col{ection of frRP pr~posals tb~t 
·fall someWhere io tietW~~n the TTRP Mqderateapd J?xpanqed,Alterna(iyes. am~ly~ed ln the 
FEIR. However, 'at thi~.tlrn~·, it is not known whether a given project aloDga ITRP corridor will 
ioclud~ compo~ent& of the 'rVloderat~ Altematlv,e or the Exp~nded Alternative, or a mixture of the 
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two. .• E3f}caµse Qf this; the SFIVJTA Bo~rd i~ Qc;>t nowTejectJng etthe.rtheiTR.P M9cfer~te' . ' .. ·. ' •. 
. . _. .. . . I· ' .. · ·.· .· . '' .. -. . . . . . 

AIJernptive or the TTRP Expandec:j Altf;!rn,a~iy$: . RatlJ~r,:tl1e S_FMTA Bo!3rcfjs· t~kh1g 'cfotic)o to " 
~· ·, .. . '. ~ - . . ' . : . . . . .. . . 

approve· both alternatlv~s-afa «~onceptu~!· ang' programmatic level and to direct staff to continue . ' 
to dev~fop ~pacific proJecfproposals {qr: each TIJ~P corridor: qnc~ .. any ~uc_b projects are 

1 
. 

propo$'edtor ~pprova.1, th~ ~t=MTA a·oar~ \Youlq -~~op~ as f!e~es~~ry findingsjci i'~j~ct · , . , , 
alternativesfo~osef:irpposednRP.projt3,cts.-c .. . ... . ._ .. ·.. . ..... . 

: ;·. . . . . J• . . .··.: · .. < •••• 1, •• ::- •• ' • .., 

The SFMtA Board finds that the Projectwill pfovide the follo~ing benefits: ·.··. · 
' . . . : . , : . . . : · ~ .: . ~: ~·. : . : . . • : . ·, ... · : ,. i:. ·;. : : . .-. · . ... : . : I,.,:; " .. . : . · :' · ~ '·.!. , _ • . • .. : • .. · : _.:, . ; . • . .. .: 

• Support ang i111plemen~. th.e C!ty's Tr~nsij fit&. Policy b.Y 'proviqing clear djt'ection. for· 
· nli;inagiriQ modal Cillocatic>n of $pace cm the transportation system for ffi'e City ~f, San 
Fra11ciscq. , ·· 

• ·. : Improve the co~t:-effectjvene~s and)>.roql!tjivtty of fr~i't~it. opS:rations, · 

; • ..• Improve the custorll~r e~~rienc~ o·ri,th~-fransi'f ~y~t~~. . , 
·~,_: \'~;.' ··, , :~ ... ·. ··.'_··:' :- "_;·.- .. · ... :t· .• ::.~ -·:.; ; "'. : .·'.' ··:~ .... • •• -,. • > 

• '/ fmprovE! trans!l~yst.em re,l(pbUify.; . . . .. · . ' . 
. . · ' . . . . .. . ... 

• lnfpr9v~ transit t~v~rtirri9$; .. · •· ,; 
1 

• ' " 

. • .·. Jmp~~ve ~~fefy for. ped~$trl~h~. 'hicycti~t;,
1 

~ndtrf)nsit ridera~ .. , .•. 
,_ :· ·, '. ! : •• • · ( . , r .. ' --~~ · ·: • -·:-"" ; · ~." 7: · " · ·--' · · • ~ · · · ; -.! 

• , Realign transit routes t6 elimin~te 'underused routes:<anBlncrea~e he~ci\iVays on heavily.:· 
.. ! J.:. ',, ; ... ' . . . ' . . . ~ ! /· ' used: routes~ ·.-:' 

;t,',l ~ : '~ . '·. '. ' ,, • " • 

~ Redu~e: ~rowciing Qn. he.avj!y'-Used r91Jt~i ' . . ., .. 
:~ .• •• 1. ~- •.• .. - "°!'.;:~ ·.; · .. · • ,_: •·_."." ; ':'.' -: '_'!I , •. · . ·:. ·. ~:.~··~ • ;f-· · . :>. · 

; ~..-. ' ~--

• Improve accessiDilJty: fq th9, tran_sit syst~l)'l:· "-~ · -~ 

• Att(~ct hto~e p~s~enger~'ta the 'tran~i(sy~t~ri(and ·iritre~~e the us~ -Of t~ahSit by exi~hrig: 
· · rid~rsL , " ": ''>' · .. · · ;.. . ':' ·· " · ·· · ' · .. 

• ,R,;d~~fhe~'~'\~i9n;Qbil~9~c.;fXk~7· ..•. ,, ' ..... , . ,. . . .. 
B~ ; AIJei:natiy~ ~~ej~cte~ and ~easons.. for1 ReJf!<;tiorL · · - , . . , 

'. ••• : • ~'.. '• -···.~,.· '_..!. :·:'.: .... :· .. ·,;·.··;:,.,.'." •• ,".~.-- ........ :_ ••• :~·.-·-:_,-_ •• ::.:-. ..... " ·._-:· ..... :.: •• ''.i:'t ... ' .- .-,. · ... ~ 
T11etS~MTA Board of(?if,ec~?rsreJ.eC:ts tH.~ NoPr6Je~Altemativ~ descri~~ and analyzed in .the 
FEIR becaus~ the SFMTABoard firirJS"that there is su~~aritial ~vkteribe/inctUding evfdenc~ of 

• -~,. ~=, :..:·· ·'.,.: ...... .\ ·.· .. ·: J' ·_._ .... ·· _:,· .. ·. ~· o•_ ,;., .• ,,,:·'). ~.·.: ... ·:,·.-~ • .- •• -!~•_-_.'· ;:·;,.,_.J·.;: ';1,··.·"·· ,;_";"-'"-;::-·. '.-·'.·· .1::·•:._ . .; 

economic,'legal, social, technological, and .otner.c0risideratiohs described in. thif;. Section in 
addition to thdse descritl.~cf in S~GtionV,rbeiow 'uhdef qEOA Guld~llrle~ s~~iori •tsosl(a)(3), ,, 
,that rTiake: this' alternative infeasible. ~In m~king these! detennin~tio~s. the ·sF.MTABoard iS i. • •. · 

awarEf thaf CEQA defines. "feasibility" to m.s~n .re:-~p~~lifbf b~ing iaGCbmpl'i~hed'.!n ·a sUccesSful · ' 
manrie'rWithina·,:;.9asdnable p~rioci of .time:; 'taking :info1 ~&o~nt Eicbno~ic,':environinknta( ~ociaC 

._ .. " ... · .. ·~· . .;.:·_·-~··· .. :: : . . "·- ··-·•, . ~·· .. . : ····--~; :: ·' ··.lo~·i-~ ~ ,., .) .:··..- ... :-:· ,·~( ~"·-:::: '".: .. ·.: .: .. ·' "·~: '.f': _,;": 

legal, arid techr:lologicalfactors.n The SFMTA B_oa'rd·1s al~o aware tticit. under CEQA case law· 
7 •• the con~pf of~~~sibfntt encompasses (i) _the qGe~tion ~f. wh~t~e~ a p~rticula~' ~lt~in~t!v~- ... 

promotes: the underlying goal$ and opjeCtiV~, of a prpject; and. (ii) th.e QUS!?tion of Whether an 
·.: . . : ." . . .. 
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alternative· is "d~sirable" frotn a policy star.itjpoint to th~ e)(tenf that de,sir;:i.~i)jty is, based Ori a . · ' 
·reasonable balancing' of the relevant .economic, .e.nviroljmentai, spclal1 h3gal;~C!rid techhologicai ·· · 
factors, · .. . 

Because both of the oth~r alternatives analyzed in the FEIR~the "fTRP. M6derate Aiternative' 
. and the TTRP Expanded Alternative-:lnduded 'implementation of the service Policy 
Framework, the Service lmprovements, Servjce Varl~nts, the seniice-rellited Capital 
Improvements, .and' the TPS Toolkit as appJied to the program-level TTRP:corridors, rejecting · 
the No ,Project AJtemative rejects every al.temative that wquf d fall. to in:iplementthese TEP 
propos~ls as infeasible. · · · ' ·. , · · 

1. Alternative A: No Project 

Under the No Project Alternat,ive; the Service Policy Framework would nc~t be aqopted .. The 
SFMTAwtiuld not implement the transit service changes incltJded in th~ S~rvi¢e lmpr(Jvements· 
and Service Variants, and would not construct the Servic6-r~Jated. Capital Improvements otthe 
Travel Time Redu~tiort Proposa.fs. The SFMTAregulariy nioriitbrs perfotm,ahce of the transit 
systE!rn. ahci routinely mak~s adjustments to improve service when funding arid resources are 
available; Therefore, uridi;ir the No Project Alternative;: some of the featur~~i of the TE.P, such as 
elements in the TP$ Toolkit, WOUid be implemented; for example, transit b~lbs and peicfestrian 
bulbs would continu~ to b,e installed and c;tccesslble boarding platform& wou!ci continue. to be 
added on a lo.cation.:by-location basis when feasible. However, no scheduled program. of 
improvements would be implemented Without adoptjon ofthe:TEP. Wijhthe.No.Proj~ct 
Alternative, the $igniflcant physical impacts related to traffic; loading; aria' ci:irnuiative: parking 
conditions identified in the FEIR for the Project and set forth above would not oc.c::ur1 C\nd the 
mitigation measures identified in the El.R and the Initial Study would not l;>E; nec~ssary; 

~ . : . ~ . - . . . - . . ' . ~ . 

The Nd ProjectAfternative would not prqvid.e for an or~ani.~ed, cpmpr~hensive, coorciihated 
program of transit system improvements. Transit system reliapllity and ~fficI~hcy woulq not 
improve; ahd cro"Vd.ing :on some rout~s woulq oqt be expetted to ctiange ~ub$tahtia!IY from 
existing·condition~. Under ourntilative eonditions With the No ProjectAltemative, the transit 
syst~rn would b_~cqme ljlote crowded as grpW,th arid development continue tei occur, in th~ .. City. 
Tr!?h~it travel tirnes wouid .not improve on a coordinated. basis. A mode shift from autompbiles to 
tran~it use would nqt ~tcur, resulting in additional automobile congestlqn. ,The No Project 
Altemat!~e woulc!. riot help 'the City s.upp9~ theiTtan~it First Policy.. Addjtio~~llY1: traffic 
C,ongestion Wlll contln ue tb qegrade. th~ performance oi the, SUrfaCe tf~nsit system leading to 
Jncre~slng operating. GQsb~ porn· by, t~~ ~tty i:>f San Fran~isc:o tax pay~rs, •·A,$ posts. continue lo 
incre'ase, ~nd O)'ltfmepei-formance ~~tinue$to iJegradeJ resouroesthath~.d OriQ.illally been ' 
identified to: provide additional service ·wui be, used to sµpph~m~mt existi,ng operntfons.. This, . 
$plraJ of increased oper'!ti.C>nal. ~qbsi<:Jies with. n~ inorea~eJn servic~ m~ay result.Jn low~r 

. _,. : . . ' :• ., •. . ; . . : ... : -~ ~ . - . . . . . 
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.ridership~ which 'leqq~ tp d~cr~asihg rev~oueahcf ~'QP'f'rlWiard spiral in)he ~ustainabi!jty qf the. 
transifsystem and 111qbility~fqrresid~nls and .visitor~ tq the City ofSan F@n~isqo, · ..... . 
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FqrttJ~e rea,son~1 . the9Fi\.'1TA ~p~rdJi~~~ th~t •. ~mb~1an.c~i t,hegrPJ~~t.(§ Pit3fera1JJe.t9.thE!~O•·•' , 
Pro!~9(~l1tertj~th1e ~nci !fie,N()PrqjectAiter.naltVE! is reje~e.9 ?s:i~f~asibl~.·. ·. .· · ... : .. _
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AltE!l1J~tive_ l9catioris for the~T~PwouJd·fo;)t,~e fe~sibfe b~6~~s.e tlie Pfoj~cl is·a systemWide 
program tq improve'the eXisting ~a1Jsit infra$frtJcture and ~fir\ticeJn s~~ Fra~cisc6;:ti;-er~or~; . 
alt~rnativ~· focatloris outsid~ of San Fraribsco are reje'ct~d.1 . Aitem'affv£;·1oeations 'foltran~'if. ·, .·. . 

'.improvements': on stre~ts othef than those propdsed ·.;te'~ejett~d· as infe~slble bec~use :Of the.· 
. ne~t:Hd fuaintaih ccir11iectivitjrarfd.~)~bgr~phic'.«~0Verage'\Nithin.theexisting .. tfansit ~nd:oyeralt . 
transportatibnriefwork." <::·.,;;!':';,.).· ··· ·.·.· · '' · .,··,> · · ; · < 

.. ~· .. : _; .... ·~ '" ,.: ~ ... · .. , ' : : :1' . : 

TheSFMTA considered seve~al poteQtlal alternatives to a~pects of the TEP;s TrRP. Moderate 
· and-~xpanded,Alternatives: .. Th~~-alt~r.rl.ative$ includ13 me folioW.!ng~: · ,. · · . · · .,. ·. ·· ·· < , 

. ·1· ~:. ··:: _ •• • ,:: .:l;:~i '.·. .. . ·::".>~:~:~>r':•~ . .1,.·... t .· · -t.. • ' · • ;._: 

• .. : J.r~f)~it:QrJIY stre~!s .E!JC?nQ hig_h tp~~~it ~dership _c(>rridor$~ , ·'\ .; . " . 
• : LTratJ~it:-Qnly lanes ~lopg -~~- ~[ltir~ty ,ofall,~~~tjl1Q Jou,r~lane °{Q{{!IO.~¢) tr,af)~it corridqrs~ 
~- · Stop sign removal and repl~~mentWith traffic:signars at all' stop sign loc~tions on·trai1sit • ·. 

~0,rriciors. · · _··.. · · · · · · • · · ·· · · . · 

. • . $t9p ~eo~solidation. and, optimiz;atiorr standards as ret:ornro~hd~d iri best' practices· 
'"_literature. ..,"·.: ... ·, .,·J. · · · · · ·. . .. · . '. · · · , · ' , . · · ·. , · ,, •··. '· , . , 

..• · :: R()Ofeterminalrelpcatiori ~nd· optimizatj(>~ for ~c;111e roYte$: ~th terfni~al. idcatiohs ·at · 
:, .iJnP.roqucth(e rout~ s~rn¢~ts c:>I'. in loY(tf.~ns~ C,temancl t¢6a_tic)ns: <; .. ,; ,: 1 

. · ••. • -

.. • , Fl.eet mode ch?lnge.by r~ute,'s~ch-a.~ ~ervicing; ~qrn~:rdut~stnst~Hrreii~ly operC)~ewith· · .... 
· '· '.e~stirig trolley v~hicles,wittiJhe ci)es~~, freet qr vib~-v~rs~. , :· ;·" ' '.' · ~ ,;c.. · 

~ . Additional exten$i9n~to~xisting'.rout~s. < . · · . .. ·. " , , . 
· :• · · fv1h9i~batlon of route tails {sWappin~ _cine route segrhenfwith a different route $egment fa"· 

.. serVe-the same'tra~sit'cofridor);·_ ) .. '. . , ..• ·,:· . ·.· .. '·' .. ;·.'; ;·,, ,:• ' .. ,, 
• Route di~contin.uation~ and other rotfte s~ment ellrninatlons~ . · ·' · ·· .,·, · . · · "'· ' 
• Use of higher CaRacify vehteles on certain. ~out~ (note th~t. the·T~P' incl1Jd:e5 serviCE;! 011. -~ 

some rot.ite~~h l)tJCh ~s tf"le ~ F~ltqn. with)ughet ciipa_city vEit1'ici~S./but nqf p1l '9thei~)~ .. , .. 
• S~earnlining all route~.for improve~. di(ectnesi; by, forexam.pte: rec:h.icing the number of 

." :··:,:;· .. ·;.1 ..._,.:;, ·.:" -~ ~ .__,,. : .. ~-.. ·,, .··'· ... ~ ~ .. ~ , . ·, .. · l ·.:·c;:i: _ . .j".'·, • .· .. :,-· : .,~: ·; ., ~. ~---~ .•. ·;:: ., .. ,_·r-:.·.· . ., ~· .. ,· ·:, ."" 

turns {streamlining is included ih' th~TEP for some roiftes)~·· .. .. ... .•. . ·: : ..... . 
• Modifying freq4encyfor ailroufe5 (freque~cy modiflc~tidns, ~othincre~s~a11d. · . 
. . :·.:· ... '-~: ~:·"'.: :-."-,•.":':.;:•::·.-::_ :· . . ' .. ,:. ;"'•: --~~ .. · ... :,,.:> ··. ·.·.J •• -:: ,..:_,; __ '·'·i .. ·'·),:.::1: .. ~· .• :;.·:f-:': ::.~' ~_:;.,:.~."~·;'·:· : .. 

decreasedJreqi.Jency; is Jt'.lcluqed in the TEP for some route.s). . .. · •· ... 
• R~~ti:h~'fh7,sp~r{Qf ~~~i~~t~[:Sc?fri~N~t#;~·: "· . ... ·~-, · , l. 

. . .-·~·· .. ' 

;. ! ' . . ~· 
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... :' · lranslt Effectiveness Project 
· SFMTA Board of Direci:ors 

> • • • • • CEQA Finding$ 
. . .3/2112014 

. • · Farside boarding at all signalized.intersections·{farsjde boardirl:g at signalized 
inte.rsectfons is included ln the ·TEP for many routes, but not all). '. · ''-, • ·-! 

These alternatives Were ren\oved from conSlderatioh during .dev~lopm'ent ofthe 'fEP"fora_ . ·. 
variety of reasons as: set forth in Section a.5 of ih~ FEIR.~ Ttie-SFrytTA Board co'ncurswith f!Je;· 
findings in the EJR, and rejects these alternatives _as fnfeasible for the r~asons set forth therein. -

VII .. · STATEMENT OF. OVERRIPlNG CONSIDEAATIONS< ·· .. .. .. :. 
..~' . 

.· .... ·.· ir_:. 1 • 

- ... " .. . ... ·,- . . : . . 

PursuantJ()_CEQA § 21.~08J. arci CEQA G_uiqelin~s § 1509.3; t.he ~Fry1"ft\.B9ar:d of Directors -
hereby finds; ~ft er consideratlqn of the FEUiand the evi~ence in th.e record, thaJ each Qf t_he 
speGific overri9_ing ~991JO,~ic, leQ<il, socia(technol~gic,qJ?l~dpt~_er b~~~fit~ Of the Proj~ct as ~~t 
forth belpw independently g:mo collectively outWeigh~ ihe S.i_~nifjcant pl)d un,avoiqabl~. ir:npaets 
and is an overriding consideration warranting approval ofthe proJecti · Any one of ~he rea~mns 
for appr()VC!i cited below is. sufficient to Justify apptoval of toe Proj¢ct Thus; even if a colirl: wete 
to concl~de t~at Mf eve,.y reason is supported ·by substan~la'I evi~~nce, the SFMTA Board:will 

, stand. by its determfnatiol) that each individual reason is suffiCient The substantial evidence 
supporting the various benefits can b~ found f;; the preceding findii'lgs, which are incorporated 
'by refer~nce into this Section, and· in the. documents found in th~ Reccird.Of Proce_edJngs, .as 
defined in Section .L ' - · · . ·- ··· , ' · ; · ' 

On the basis of the abovli findings ·and the substantial evi~ence .in the whple record of tflls 
proceeding. the SFMTA .Board specially tinds th;:it then~ are. signific~nt benefits ofth~ PHJject ill 
spite oUhe unavoidable significant.impacts, and therefore makes"thJ$ St(:!ter:nent.of overriding 
CorisiCl~ratloris, The SFMTA Bpard further fJnds·that, ~s part pf tl)e-_process of obt~inin.Q Project 

-appr6vf:\1, alt significant effects on the envfronme11tfr()m _irnplemerit(3tiqn of the Pr9ject have 
been eliniinate.d or $ubsta11tiaily lesseneq Wlie.re feasiple>Ail mitigation weasures,.identified in 
the EIR fOrthe Project.are ado.-pted as part ofthis approva.l:action.lhe SFMTA13oard ha:s 

--.,.deterli)ined tha.t any remainJng significant effects.on the envir,onrrie.t)t fOUnd-_to be--ooavc?iclable. · 
are acceptable due, t~ the foUowing specific. overriding economici technical, IJ3gal1.$ocfal and . 
other consideratlcms. 

... 1 '· '· 

The-ProJeGtWill haye the f()l,loWjng benefit~; 
. . . ., . .. '. . . ~ . ;.·· 

' . 
" ' 

~ '· . 

• 'The SetVice Polley Frarnework ··and the .TEP'will support and" frnplerri~nt the CitY' s Transit 

Fir~t Policy\ .. . -. ; ' . _ , .~·· .. :-'--.- ._., : ·· · "' , ... ··. , ~ '. 
• lmproveq tr8.11sit servi~~ with the TEP,)nGhittlng irn,pr9veg (redu9ed) ttan.sit trave!Jimes, 

lndreased.effic!ehcy and improved re!iabilfty, wni .m:~Ke Moili <r'mote.aftra:ctive 
' . . . • ". _,; ·l .· ·: - : .. ._: ... ·;·.: ·~. ·'.''-." • . . . .. : .. " ~ •.• ·\ 

transportation mode, resulting in more 'use of transit arid less aUt6mobile travel 
throughoutthe Cify. • 
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Transit Effectivemess Project 
SFMTA Soard of Directors 

· CEQA Findings 
. . . 3121no14 

:·. :. . . ·- .. . ., : . 

• Implementing the TEP will improve safe,o/fQf; pedestrians, bicyclists, and. transit ri~ei:s, 
• Improved net.Work efficiency and reduced system redundancy with Jmplemenfation of the . ~· 

TEP Win improve the cost-effectiveness .c)f tran$it operations. . ·~ 
. . . 

. .:' '. . . .. . . .. 

• . Implementation o.!the TEP capital projects will support Increased ·~ccess ·far sen tors and. 
pe0pie with disabili~es by exP.anding acc.ess.ible rail stops and making platfqrrn. 

.· i,lpgrades. 
' ·. . . . . 

• En_hanced transit service on the busfest ihies wJlr drastically improve. the cµ~tomef 
experi~qce by reduc.Jng crowding. 

• Service l~vel expansion wi!I improve sy~t~m-wide. neighbo.rhoo~ c;onnectivity c:ind access 
· to regional transit by providing more frequent servfce betWeeh neighporhoods. 

• ... Flhite public resources wilrbe redirected to better match travel' demand anc:t trip. pattern~ 
·based on existi~g community nee~s. . 
~ . . . . . . 

. . 

Haying considered thes~ benefits, the SFMTA Board of Directors finds. that the: b~rie.fits of the 
TEP:oµtweigh th~ unavoidable ~dver5e ~nvironmental f:}ffeci.s, and that th°e ad\le($e 
(3nvi.(onmental effects are theref~re. acc~ptpble. . '. 
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·1::xH1s1t«2:·· MITIGATIO.N MONITORING.ANO~·REP.0RT1NG:PRO'G.RANLF.OR~T:HEtRANsfr Ei=FECTJVENEss PROJECT 
,_, ·:,.'-.;~-;.;-.: .. -.: '_·_~·,;·--:_-,,::-:'_;''.· .. . ·.: -.-'·-·. :: , ...... : .. " .·': -·- · .. :: ~·-·· _-. ·_. ~.:· . .,:·:· . ~: . .r::,· - -.·- •. · .... '. 

.. ··· • ~~ •") : M· • , .. MONltO'RfNG 'AND rRE~ORTiNG 'FIR.OGRAM :· 
. -:•-: . :~ . 

;'":·· 

·' 

-"..:. 

-· .:.·-·h:'Adopted;MIUgation•Measures.•;.:::; 

Respbnsil:>ilit;y .· •... 
· .. ':tor · llilitlg~tion 

:1mplementatic;m. Schedule. · 
-:. :--·:·'.'o·_ -'.-,'-·.:~ -·~---\ __ ,..__;·;~·~_-; __ =:.~. \ :.'~,;:'..f·:-,_~.i'.~· ;'.:-:,_;, ,:~;,';~ .__~:: ::r·. ' . 

· MITIGA:f"IQN.1MEAS,URES,1\GREED·TO'BYSF.MTA... . . ··:" ._ ........ '.:;_' ... ·- :. ··" : .. '':.·:- .. ~:-..::.;~~:··-_·: .. :'. __ .... :,._ .. _.~>·· ·.;._:~-..::.· .. ·:·· . 

. ·~~~:;~:.:i~~~}~~~t~:=~~~~~¢!~~~~:':~j~~~~~r· ·:.~~fan~:·' .... :,~-fJr~a~~~5.' 
Th~Jc;>llqwing,r:n~ig~ti_qnm~a~ureJ~,reqLijred:t0~avoiq,:.... ·contractors, ... act1M1t1es 
ai:iy'po~e.ntiat adver~e ,effectfron:i .th.e:proposed ;prc;>ject · · 
on accidentally.discover:edJ:~uried~or:s.ub,merged. : ·· ··' ·:• · 
hi.storip~J,res9yrqes~as;.d_eftn~c:I in'.GEQA_:GuideUne$ · 
~e~ion::1,5964,f){a){c),:The. projectsponsC>r:sqaJI<• ; ~: ··· 

· c;JisJtit?1,1te·th~:Pla1111in·g:pep~rtrn~11t!=lrP~a~ol9gic~l:a11cF:· 
paleontcilpgical· r~source1~AL,_E_RJ!' ~h~et;to·the p.roj~ct 
,prirne;c.onfi.:a4.tor;:.to-ar;1y,projec(~1.JbContr~ctor:{includfng 

, d.ernolitionl~e)(q~vati9rkgr.ad.ing[ f~undatipp,.:Pile.d.dying •. 
e~c.Jirm~);·and~to. any utilitjes firm involvecl:in soils·: ·· ./:~::- '· •. 

disturbing ;activitiesWithin,the:project.site .. PriorJo.any 
~qjls 8i$tLJrbin.91acli\!itie.s:being~unde.rtaken;·eact1; . 
c;:cmtracto_r.is respo"nsit:>leJ9re.nsµrlng'thcittneJALER"fi~ .· - .•·. · 
sl:teet i~-«?ir9ula,ted tci ~llfi~lcf pers~11ne1; in9Jugirig · . 
machine'operators;:field crew,:.pile ·drivers, supervis9iy 
personnel,· etc.:The"pr()ject~.sponsor:shaWprovidi:l,.the: 
Envir9nmerital Revieviofficer {l;RO)_wit~ .~.·sigrled.: .... :. 
caffldc:1vittr9mtt1~'~espcfo!;ib!epa'rt!es (p!irnecoptraclor, 
subccintractor(s);and:utilities·firryi)lo.·the~;Ro~: ·... .·. ·· 
corifirmjng thc:itaJFfield _personbeJ·tl';iive r~ce.iv~«;t :copies 
ofthe..Ale.rt·~heet.;, '· .· ·: ·· · < . ·"" '··' , ,,,, 

• _;1 .• ~ - .. 

·•.· 
;:., I -

, ... -

f··;_.. 
l:t. 

·-·.:· 
- ,,: 

., .... 
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·' 

Mitigation · 
Action· · ·~ "' -

. · :SFMTA fo ,dist~ibute 
· Piarlnin9~oepartment 
· ~ALERT":sheefand ·' ·> · 

p~ovicl~ sighed ~ffiqavit 
fr()ni · pr6j ~ct :contr~c~or, 
subccinfractor(s)'arid: ' 

.. utilities flim(s),statiiig" 
that,.altfielcl perscmnel ·· 

'·lJ~VErrt?ce.Ive.d cqpJes. 
·of.the '"ALEf~T~ ·sheet. 
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EXHIBIT 2: . NUTIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PRO<:;RAM (conti11ueq) 

NJONITORJf'!9c~f'.i~;l!sfcORTING PROGRAM . .. . ' .,. ': 

Responsibility 
fQr · · Mitigc:1tion· 

Adopted Mitigation. Meilsures. . Implementation Schedule 
' .. . ' . - . . :;--:- .. ~ .. · ' 

Should ·anY:lndication ofan archaeological resource .be SFMTA,and During soils 
encountered ·tjudng:anys9U~'C',list1.,111)irig'activ1ty ofthe: . , project qisturt>ance 
project ... tne·proJectHead·Foreman:·andlorproject. .. .. contractor's . activities ,. 
sponsor :shall,iromefdiately nptify1h~fER_o arid~hc\U ··. . Head Eoreman 
irnmediatelisuspend a.ny$oils'distu.iping activities· ih tb~ 
vicirtity of the·disccivery until 1he· ERO has detennio:ed 
what' additic;mal-measures should'be undertaken.. · 

If the'l::RO det~rrniri~s,th~ta~ archaeological resource 
may be presentwtthin.the project site, the.:project 
sponspr shall retain. (herservices.ofan arch~eological 
.consultant frpmthe: pool pf qµalifred ,archaeological 
co_nsultants.:main~ained.by the·f>lanning' Department 

SFMTAand· 
project 

·· . .archaeol9gi9al 
consl11tant 

· ·archaeolpgist. The :archaeological c::onsultant .shall, ... 
advis~'-the ERP. C!S to.wh~ther . .f.Me discov~ryis an·· 
archaeqlpgical resource.~retairis,suffici~nt integrity, and 

. is of potential.sch~mtmc/historical/cultural,signlficance • .lf 
<!:In archaeologi,caFresource is p.r:esent;. the· · 
ai:.c::haeOJogJ~l·cOOSUltant:shall identify arid evaluate the . 
~rcr.aeologic,al i:.~source. • · The archaeological .~onsultant. 
shal_hnake a·tecomm~ridatiqri as.fo what action; ·if any, 
is warranted .. Baseq:9ilthisinformation, the ERO may 
requJre. ifwarrarited; .. specific additional rn~a~ure~ t()~be 
implemented by the project sponsor. 
-Meas.ur.es might incluqe: ·:preservation,in·sJtq CiUhe. 
archaecilogicat resource, ah-archaeological mcmitoring 
progr;am; ot1an·archaeological:tes,tin.g program.· ltan· 
archaeological monitorii:lg.pr9gcam o.r archaeological 
testing program is.crequired;, it .sha_ll: pe·~o,nsistent witt;i 
the-Environmental Planning .division guidelines for such 
programs. The ERO..mayalso require.that the pr.oject 
sponsor immediately implement a site security program 
if the arcl:l;:1eplogical .re5ource ·i.s·Clt risk from vand.al.isf)1, 
lootin!;J,..Or other d~IJlaging actibns. · 

When determined· 
necessary by the 
ERO .. 

~ ~ .. 

·Mitigation 
Action 

SFMTAand project 
contractor's HeacJ 
Foreman .toJnform 
ERO and ·s,uspend 
so.Ur; disturbing 
actjyjties. 

Jf required, SFMTA to 
retain-an 
archaeological 
consultantfrorn the 
pool .of qualified· 
~rqhaeologice1t . 
cons.ultants.- · 

Proje.ct archaeological 
consultant to advise·"· 
·ERO re9e1rding the 
.status:of the-.· · · 
-archeological resource. 

ERO.ta.determine .... 
• wbether the neecifor. ' 
an·archaecilogical. 
:monitoring prpgrarwan 
archaeological testing• 
progr,am, or site . · ·· 
security program is 
need~d, 

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2- SUBJECT TO CHANGE < 
TRANSIT-EFFE.CTIVENESS PRO.TECT (CITYWIDE) 
MlTIGATION MONJTO.Rll\fG AND REPORTING PROGRAM Exhlbit2~2 

l\/lonitoring/ 
. Reporting. · Monitoring . 
Respon~ibility . . Schedule · 

ERO to determine During .soils 
ihcJ.dit.iCmaJ ·disturbance 
measures:- are activities 
necessary 

ERO to ·determine 
if additional 
measures are 
necessary to 
implement 

·- .. ~. -.• ., 

-.1 

.. -
<j·-

,, 

.. 

·i!·_: 
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· .. EXHIBIT 2:. MITIGATION MON.ITORIN~AND_~EPORTING PRO.GRAM (cpntim1ed) 

. MONITORING A.No:·REPORTING--PROGRAM 
, ... ,-· .·,~ . :. ..,., .·,· ·' . .. .. . ' .. 

• · • 
1
:'". .... > ·. />. ' . RespoJJsibiUfy . . . . Monitoringt . 

'".''· · .. . ._ . . . , ,''' :.· .. '~ , ... _ .. ... . .. -' for • . . Mitigati9n · :.Mitigation ··Reporting Monitor.Ing 
·•

1
•. ''A~optijcfMitlgat1c>1{M'e~;ufes:: '_ ... ··,. · · lmplementatfon .Schedule · ... :Ari~for(• ' · R.~~ponsibility Schedule 

Th~ proJect.arch~eologi~al~~risult~n~' sh~li s.ubril!t a; . SFl'yffA ahq.. Wher:i :dete.rr,nlped .• :=:si=MTA ~J1ci PrQje,9( ... E~Oj9 review Ell'.ld 
·.·Final ArcheOlogicaLResources 'Report (FARR-)tcfthe< . .. project . necessary by the,. :archaecilogicaF ·· ·. approve final · 
· ERO',that.evaluates.the·.historical·.signifi9ance·ot,:any_-· ::··''·•·ar~haeological ·. ERO consultant'to prepare·· FARR 

discovered· ai'chaeologi¢al' resource and de~lcfjoin'g th,e consult~nt ··. . · . draft .and final FARR · 
ai'cliaeologic;;il arid!tiistpticE!l'r~se,arch.'rn~~hC!~!? ': > · :· >c · . · · . 
er:nployed in-'the arcliaec;)lpgical m!)nitoting/datl;l:·recovery 
. program(s) :undertaken.:'lnfonn~tion thaFmay pufat risk . 

.. ·' any::archaeolqglcafrespurce:shall 1~e:,pfovided:!n a 
· · separate •retn.ovaole •insert within :thEf final. rtj!port/ '" · · .. ., · 
:CopieS' c>ft~e :braf:t F.~HR:sh'~i('t>Ei's~rihoJh~ ERO ~or : · 
.r~view~·ncfappr9va(·~pn,ce:app:~~ve·~ ~Y:tn~·Et'Q ••... 
copies ofthe·FARR shall·oedistributed;as·foUow~f· 
C.aliforri.ia'Archa~i)16gica1 ~:site SOrV~Y .NgrthW~st~,:~ .. 
Jnfri_rril~tiori Cent.erJNWlm stl~ll recei\;r~ o.n~ (1) ¢dpy .. 

. ancf-.tpe'E_~o ~h.alLt~q:ei\f~ a ~opy.oqtie: ~~.n~.ii:i~l~,9f .. 
,, · the'FARR'tO the.Nw1c·. 'Th:e ·erivirorfrriehtal'.:PlanYiing · ": 

. C11visian7of the·:pJanniHg ·~p~pat;tili~nt :sha!i"lec.eive''on~ ...• 
· bou~d; e;gpy;··on~~·unbo.urtd :c_op~; :~6~~011Ei·.unlock.eq"· ,..;,· 
s~~rchEipJe PO.rti:!!>le"po~~T~rJt:.f o_rmar{F'P,F)' <;:!?~Y pri . 
cp:9f'the FA~R along with cop1e~. of any, fcmnEil site :· . 
recordationJorms (CA DPR523 series) and/or'··:; · :'.; • · 
dogyment~Jion for_'norli!FJ~tion 19 ·t~e'.NB~f~c·8ti.rt. ··-In. 
instances c.>f high p_uolic intetest'pr'inte_rpr~tive.:value.~the · 

·: E~() 0'.1E;tY'teqQi[E(~'pifferE!Qtfir:i'ctC~~po~ qon~eht;'fo[riiat, .. · 
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EXHIBIT 2: MITIGATION MONITORING AND .REPORTING PROGRAM. (continued) 

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM. 

Adopted Mitigation N1easures 

Mitigation M~13sure, M,.qp;,;~~; .Archi:\eologh::al 
l\n~nitoring · · · 

. aa1:;ecf ~on the reasqnable pot~ntial thcat al'{jhaeologi~Cil. 
resources m,ay}?e:presentWit,hin the project site, the ·~ 
follO,wing meaS,ure~~nall be undert~kento.ayoid any· 
potentially' significant: adverse· effe~t.fr:om th~ proposed · 
project on buried or·subme.rged historical resources: - ;· 
Once engineering design details fotthe.identified projects 
(OVVEA>OWE:1Variant;SCl.2, TTRP:9 and TTRP.22_2) 
and other projects 'in·arcllaeologically sensitive ~reas; as · 
identified:by toe:EnvironmentaJ Review Officer,t are · · 
kn0wn,the prciject'sponso(shall cons.ult with the. Planning 
Department archeologist regatding the specific aspects of 
these pr'opose1ls t11arwoulcJreql1ireni!Jnitorl~g •. Itrequifed 
by the planning Department archeqlogist, the project 
sponsor shall retain the service~ ofan archae9logiCa1 
consu)ti;int' tromth1i pqof'of 'qu,aljfiect archaeologic:ciJ .•. 
consultants ma.iiltained'bY,: tfie PJ!=uinfrig Department 
archaeologist .• ·Thii.'.archaeological··co_n$µ1tantsh~IJ. 
undertake an arcnaeological monitoring program. All 

.·plans and reports '.prepared ·by the consultanf as specified 
herein shall·besubmitted'first and:directlytothe , .. 
Environmental-Review Ofticer{E;RO) forreview and . 
cor:111nent, and:shal! .be·considered draft reports subject to 
revision until final approval by the,ERO. Archaeological 

· monitoring and/or data 'recovery programs requ)red by' · 
· this 1rreasure(couh:J.suspend ·construcliori. of the project f()r 

up.to amaxirnum'offourweeks>At the direction' of the ,, 
ERO, the's.uspension of'constructioncari be~xtended, 
beyond four weeks only if;Sl1Ch .a susp_ens_ion is the only 
feasible means :to red.uce· tO a ·fess than ~ignifj_cant 1!9vel 
poter.rti.al 1affects .on· a signifk:ant·arcnaeologii::al resourC:e 
.as defined ·in CEQA Guidelines Sect 15064;5 (a)(c). 

ResponsH:iility, 
for Mitigation 

lmplementation.:Schedule 

SFMTAand 
Plarining .. 
Department: ' 

.i. 

Ptjor to solls 
c:lisll!rbanc~. 

Mitigation 
Action 

Monitoring/ 
Reporting · 

. Responsibility 

· ~sFMTA tqconsultw!tJ'I .Project 
P.lanning Department arche.olcigic~l 
archaeologist. 'consultant'; 

· Planning 

If r~qujred, SFMTA to· -. Departfl)ef!t 
choose .archaeological 
consultant from tbe 
popl of qualified· 
archaeolqgical · 
consultants 

·!:· 

·'. 

··1,,, 

.. /1_: .•. ~ . ~- ~ :f .. ·· 

. ~· . .-· •' 

. ' . 

··.:i 

· .. : .. .·;; 
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Monitoring 
Scbedule · 

I' ;.•' 

Consultation :with. 
fiiaiinfng · · · 

.. 

Department 
ArcheoJogi$t to·· 
ocgur oric~ .. 
. engineering design · 
details.for tile 
identified.projects 
are known; timeline 
for subsequent ' 
actions d~termined 
following meeting. 

. .,..· 
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EXHIBIT .2: · MITIGA;ION .MONITOJ=ll~GAND, REPORTING PR0(3RAM.(continued) 

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM' 

Adppted:Mitlgation Measures 

Responsil:>ifitY , , 
· f9r Mitigation · .· 

···• implementation .Schedule 
MitigC1tion 
:Ac~ion' 

Archaeological monitoring program (AMP). The. . :sFMTA~nd "If arch'aeological. Project archaeological 
archaeologicar.monitoring·pr.ogram shall minimally prdject . . ,monitoringjs .. corisultanfto prepare 
include the fo.lloWing provisions::" archaeological implemented~ prior 'Archaeological .. · 
• Ttieareh~eological·consultant, p~oject sponsor, and ~ons-µItant, in . t~ any ~oils-· · ·· Monito~ing Prograr::i 

-ERO shall:meet'apd .coosylt onthescope.oHhe AMP consultation with .d1s~ur~mg . (~MP) m con~.ultat1on 
reasonably priorto any project-related soils dis_turbing ERO acti:'1t1~s •. ~md · with the, ERO. 
activities, commencing. The ERO .. in consultation. with . d~.rmg ~011~ . 

McmitOririg/ 
· Reporting~ 

Responsjbility · 
. . .. 

SFMJA cind/ 
project 
ar:qhaeological 

· consultant, in 
~consultation With 
ERO 

Monitoring .: 
Sche~ure · -

Considered 
complete on finding 
by ERO that AMP is 

· .. implemented. 

the.~(?je:ct archaeoJogis_t;.s.h~lldetel'.lTli?e·wlJat.proJectArchaeological' disturbiq~ . _ . · Archaeological Archaeological 
act1vit1e~ shal~be ~rcha~olog1~a!ly.mon1tort;ld., . ln most monitor .and . · lons~ruction at any consultant to advise all. monitorto .obser'ie· 
cases, any soils d1st1.1!1Ju:ig act1v1t1es, such as . SFMTA and ocation, cons.truction · · · construction 
-~~':n;qlit~9T) .. fOU~d,atioh,rem?vali eXC8-\f~ti?n, ·gra~ing, 'sFMTA's . .. contr.actor~. apcording to the 
~1lit1es 1~stallat1op,·foundat,~n.work, ~m~mg,of.pdes:. ··· .. ··construction · .. If monitoring is: ·schedules . 
(foundation, shormg,.etc.)1 s1tt:t rerned1at1on; etc;,:~hall contractors implemented·, as · · . .. . established In.the 
requirE! archaeologicaJ:monitoi;ing because of the ..• . constr1.1ctlon . Archaeolog1ca! monitor AMP for each site •.. 
pg!entiatriskthei;e a~tMties poseto archaeological . :contractors are shall temporarily . . 

. r~sol:Jrces.and !9Jh~lr c:lep9$itionial context ••. ~ .. ·, retained i prior to · . red.i~~t .constr_qctic:m 
Ji 'Jhe archaeol~gical consultant s~all.·advi~e allproject . an~ ~Oi1.S-disttirb1Jig ac~Vitl~Sr~k ~~~e~~Qry 

contractors to be on the alertfof evidence oflhe activities .· an co s · WI · 

prt:tsenceof the•·e~peoted resource(s),,_of]1owto · 
identify the;evide.nce of:the expected· resource(s), and 
ofthe appropriate.protocol Jn the event cif!:lPParant .·· 
c:liscpvery ofan archaeological'resource ... · · · · · ··· ·· 

• ·rhe arehaeological n:\:011itor(s);~hallhe'present on th~, 
project site accordi!}g ;te a sch~duJe agreed upon by. 
the ·archaeological c9nsu~ant.and the ERO 1.1ntil the 
ERO ·has,'iri cohsultatioh'witli ttie arc~aeologipal, 
eon,;;ultan~ •• detemiined'!hat,projectccinstruction:··· 
activities 'could have l'lo·effects:o,ri:significant · · 
~rcraeol()gip.al deposit!;~ .· · ·· . :~ , ·· · ·· .• . , 

" The archaeolpgicalmonitQrspall r~cort;I and .be, 
authorized tQ:coJlect soilsam.ples and '. '"' 
.artifactuaVecofactual material. as warranted. for 

. analysis. 

.• 

Jf monitoring is 
implemented, 
.schedQJesJor 
' moriito~ing tQ be 
established in'the. 
AMP .•. in 
consultatk>h with 
ERO 

;: ' 

, 

.\.::--~~-f; .. _.:·>,\ .::~ ~~-~~'.~:·;::·-:., .. --- _. , ·, '1 • "-·=--:_.-= .... {' ,. ~ ~ 
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EXHIBIT :2: MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (continued) 

__ _ _____ --'-----_--_.MQ~ITORIN_(.;_ANDJ~.J:PORTlt,IG .P~Q~MM . _ - _ .. - ··- _._'. ___ . '""-
. -~ Responsibility _ _ Monitoring/ 

for Mitigation Mitigation Reporting 
Adopted Mitigation· Measures Implementation Schedule Action.-· ·• -··· Responsibility. 

• If an intact ~l'Chaeologjcal deposit is encountered, all 
soils disturbing'actiVities ih the vicinity of the deposit 
shall· cease: The arqhaeological monitor shall be 
empoweredto ten:ip9rC1rilY r6Pire~ . , .. - . 
dernolitiori/excavation/pjle driving/construction crews _ 
and heavy eqt:iipment Or:itil:the·deposit is evaluated. -If 
In the case of pile driving activity" (fol1ndatlbn, cShprihg, 
etc:), the archaeological monitor has cause to believe 
that the pile driving activity may affect an 
archaeological resource; the-pile driving activity sh~ll 
be termJnated '.lll1Jil an appropriate evaluation of the 
resource has been .made in -consultation with the· ~ 
ERO. The archa·eological consultant shall 
immediately n_otify the ERO ofthe en~ountere_d . 
archaeological deposit, T~e archaeological __ . 
consultanlshall, after 111aking-a reasonable effort to 
assess the :identit1(1 int~grity, and significance of the 
~ncountered archaeological deposit, pres.ent the 
f!ridi!1gs of this c;1ssessrnent to th~ E:RO.. · 

.- .. 

J·; 

-, 

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2 -SUBJECT ·TO CHANGE' ' 
'l'RANSlT _EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (CITYWIDE) 
,MITIGATION MONlTOlUNG ANl) REPQRTJNG PROGRAM El<h,ibit 2..:a 

., 
. ~ 

'· ..... 
.. ·,.. 

Monitoring 
Schedule 

·.;· ,.. :~ . 
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EXHIBIT 2: MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM-(continuecf) . . 

.MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM-

" 
.. :.·. Adopted. Mitigation-Meas:ur~s · 

· fte!Sponsibility 
. · · . for . . · · Mitigation 

Jinplementation -Schedule 

Cons~ltati~_fJ With Descendant Commµnfties: , Or:i .• .. . Arctiaeological 

Mitigation -
Action· 

Monitoring/ 
R~porting :Monit9ring 

. Responsibility Schedule 

SFMTA-sh~tfcontact -· -Project Consid_ered 
ERO and_qescenqant archaeoJogicaf .. con:iplete on ,. discovery of an arc;haeological'site1 associated witfr,_ ~··· . monitorand .. 

descendantNative Americans or the Overseas·chinese, .SFMTAand 
an appf9pi'iate·r~presenta.tive~of_the· ~esqf!ndantsiroup SFMTA'.s 

· Fpi~he dJJ(atlpn pf 
soil-disturbing .. 
activities~ the. 
.representative of 
the 9escendant 
group shaILbe 
givehthe 
oppqrtunity tp · 

group representative consultant shall notificafioi;'l of the 
. upon.discoveiy()fan· pJepare a FARR.in apprqprhate 
. archaeological site. .. consµJtation. With'· descendant group, .. aM the ERP s_hall be cont~cteq. Jhe'i'eptesentative.of ·· construction ···· 

the descendanf group;shall be given'tlie_oppoitur)ity to-· . contractors 
monitor archaeological field tnyestig~tions of the ~ite and 
tO consult.with ERO regarding;'appiopria~e·: ·::; ··· .. · ·... · 
archa~ologicaJ.treatment ... of ~he: site, :of recovered; dat~ 
from the.' site, anq,. if applicable, smy interpr.etative : ···· 
·treafrhent of.: the as~ociate(arcli~eological<site:•"A ·copy 
. ofthe Final AtchaeologicaLResolirl'.;es:'Repori shall . .be • 
provided tOthe-repres13ntatiye.'ofth.e:descendant grciup; . 
IHIJe~ERO,;in consultationwith-the~archaeot~giCal 
consultant, determines th~fa--Significant archaeolog!cal .. ~. 
resource is preSE!nfand thatther~sciufoe'coulCfbe '~' . . 
_adversely affected by the proposed project,· aftiie · 
discretion of the projects pons.or, either: .· ' · ,' 
A). Thepropose·d-project:·shat1.b~ti?desig11~d.sa·as to 

.· :avciidaoy adverse !=lffectbn:the sig:r;iificant .. , •. . 
·· archaeologicatreso.urce; or · . •- · -

sf .A.n ~rc~aeolQgicat d_ata r~c9~~cyprggfom'~haJibe •.. 
.• •·implemented •. Ur;'\les~Jhe ERO,d_etemijnes,thatJbe-~ 

monitor 
ar.chaeologi,cal field 
investigations oti 
:the site and consult 
withthe~RO 
.regarding 
appropriate 

· ,archaeological 
·treatmer:itof the 
site;' <Jf recovered 
data from the :site, ..• 
and, if'applicable1 • 

any in~erpretative· . 
treatment of the · ... 

. associate'd: . . . . 

. ~ . 

the ERO, provision of an 

Acopyofthe 
FARR$hall be 

. provid~d .to th~ 
representative of 
th~ desceri'dant · 
group 

:opportunity to 
nionitor,coristruction 
~ite work; a11d-; 
·coinpleli9n anq .\ 
approval of the · 
.FARR by ERO, if 
necessary~ 

.• archi:l~o.k>g icaJ · resource i~ •otgq:~at.er:;in,terpretiye_ ·. ·. 
· •archa¢ological s.ite: 

.~ . . . 

than;tes_earch 'significance andt~at interpre~iV~ use· 
- ofthe resource is .f~asibl~. , .. , · · - · .. 

.. 
.'• 

The term "archaeolo~icCIJ ~ite• is intendi!d he~e to ·minimally i~~lude ahy arph~eo!bgical tjeposi(fet;itur~.· b-Urial, or evid~IJ~~ qf b~ri~I;. . -, ' . , .. -. ,' . . .. 
,z .. . . . .. . .. •:.' " ·.- ... : . - . - : . . ... . .. ·;.- ·• ,· ... . :··~ ' . . : ' . .. . .. 

An ·•appropriate· representative• of the descendant. .group-is.:here defined to ·mean, in tjie 'Case .of Native Americans,· any. indi'iiidu_al 'listed 'n the·current Nt:!tive 
American:Contaet Listfodhe City'and Cour.ity :ofSan Francisco ·maintained by.the·Californ!CI. Native,American HedtageCommission, and in the case.of the· 
Overseas Chinese, the Chinese Historical Society of.America. · · , .- •· :· . - - ·: > · ! : ::'~ · -. · · 

. ,· .. .. . ... . . . 

.i.·. 
* .... , :• .. ·: ., ; . ~ 

- ·• 
··!" 
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.EXHIBIT.2: MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (continue.d) 

MONITORING· ANO REPORTIN$ PROGRAlUI 

Responsibility 
.·. for · Mitigatie>n 

Adopted Mitigation Measu_ res . ' -. 
. .· • hJtplementation Sctiedi.de · 

If an .archaeologlcardata recovery program is required SFMTA :and ~ Considered 
byJhe ERO, the archaeological data recovery program project complete on.ce 
shcllU'e con(jQcted. In accor(j with an archaeological data archaeological verificaticm of 
recoveryplan (ADRP}. Theprqj~ctarchaeological . . consultant, in curation occurs. 
consultapt(' project sponsor:; and. ERO :shall meetand consultation with 
consJJ!t on the s.cop~ pf theADRP. The archaeologicci! ERO 
~on;mltant shall. prepare a ·dr~ftADRP that shall b£t 
submitted.to the ERO fC?rreview and approval. The 
ADRP sball.identify how the proposed dat~ recovery 

· prpg.ramwill pres.~rve the sigrjificant Information the 
arch;;ieological resource is expected to contain. That is, 

· the' APRP will identify 1Nhat 5cientific(historical research ' 
queStions :a·re applicable-to.the expected resource, what 
data clas$esthe. resbutceJs·expectedto possess, and 

_hQ.w t_hee)(J)ected data cla.sses would ·adqr~s jhe 
ilPplicable research q4esti0ris. ·Data recovery; In 
genef;al,: should be limited,to the. portions of the historical 

.. property tlJat cbuld be. advet$ely affected by the 
proppsed prbjecL. Oestructive data ·recove,Y methQCls 
shall notbe·;applied tcfportions of the archa.eo!ogica! 
r0$ources.Jf nondestructive. methods.are practic~I. 
The scope ~of .the ADRP -shall inclu~e the following 
elements: · · · · · 

.; : Ffe1d:rv{ethoqs.~anc/Procedure"s. Descri~tions of 
. pfop()sed 'field strat~gies,,pr.oced1.i'res, and 
. ~op~r~t!ons. · ' ·· · · · . . 

II .. CataiogJif!gand.Laborato,Y Analysis. Description of 
selected cataloguing .system .and artifact analyslS · 

. prgcecl,ures. . : · :.
0 

·· . • . • 

• Discard a.nci:DeacaessionPolicy~ Pescripticm of; and 
rationale f()r tielc:f and post-field dis~rd ~nd 
deaccession policies. 

Mi.ti.g~tlon 
Action 

. , Consultant to prepare. 
Archaeological Data 
Re.covety Program jn · 
consultation with: ERO, 

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2 -SUBJECT TO CHANGE 
TRANSIT EFFECTIYENE.SS PROJE.CT (CITYWIDE.) 
MI1ilGATI-ON MONITORING AND REPORl'lNG PROGRAM Exhibit 2-8. 

Monitoring/ 
Reportiltg_ 

· Responsibility 

Final.ADRP to be 
$ubmlttedto ERO 

·"""j. 

.. • 1.,.; 

• .•• • ·• !j.l·' 

Monitoring 
.'.Sched1de 

Considered 
complete on finding . 
by ERO that APRP , 
is· implemented. 

"~·: '!< 
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' .. EXHlBJT 2: ,' 'MITIGATION MONITO,RING AND .'FiEPORTING, P.RO,GRAM (continued} 

Adopted Mitigation ·Measures '~~·· 

• /nterp~tive Pr,c>gr;lm: Col'lsideration qfan on-site1/o.ff.:. · 
site p~blic iritei"pretive ·program during the. course of· 

·.· . the arch~eologic$.ldata recovery-program. 
• Security Measums. ·Recommended ·security .. . 

·measures fo p'rotectthe.archaeologicalresouree froin · 
,, y~ndalisJ'rl, looting, and non-intentionally damaging ' 

activities. · · · 
' ... '... . ' 

• Fina/Report, Oescriptionofprpposed'reportforrnat 
" :':anddistriblition.of results~ .· ' ' ' '' ,,, ' 
• ; ::: qu@tfon. q~~~ciption qfthe proh~dures aoi ' 

r~c9mmendatiohs 'fgr tn~A1,1ratkin of any.;re~pver~cl. 
dat<(having.·potentialresearch V!i!lue, identification of 

·· ·appropri~te·cur~ti~n·ta~l!~ies,and ·a~4m~~r;Y·9f~re 
acces~idp pqljcies PfJh.e,curatiori~acilit!es'. .. , _ 

' -~ 
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MONITORING AND "REPORTING PROGRAM 

·Respo,r.isibility . . .. · . . . .·· .. · Monltoring;i/ 
.for . Mitigation .Mitigation . Reporting 

llflplementatiofl Schedule Ac_tion · :· ''•: · · · Responsibility 
Oo A,• "r• ••• 
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EXHIBIT 2: .. MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (continued) 

, . MONITORING -AND REPORTING: PROGRAM 

Respoos;ibility 
for _ Mitigation. IVlitigation 

Action · . · .Adopted.MltigationMeasures ··· Implementation Schedule 

Human Rem~ins, Asso~Jate.dor UnassocfatedFunerary· SFMTA and 
Objects. ,The treatment of human ·remains and of project 
as!!jociated.or unassociated funerary objects discovered archa~ological 
during any soils disturbing activity shall comply wjth consultant, in 
:applicable State and federal Laws; ii:lcluding immediate ·consultation .with 
·notification of the Coroher ot the City and County Qf San ERO 
Francisco and, in the event ofthe Coroner's · · 
determination thatthe human remains are Native 
American. remains, notification of the· California State 
Native American Heritage Commis$ionwho shall 
appoint a Most'Likely Despendt;int (MLD) {Pub. Res. 
Code Sec .. 5097;~8), _The archaeological consultantt 
project sponsor; :a~d MLD shall make ,allreasonable 
efforts tci develop art ;agreement for the. treatmentof, , 
with -appropriate .dignity; buman remaJns ~nd asspciated 
or unassociat~dJi.inerary:objects (CEQA' Guidel~nes 

· Sec: 15P.64.5{d)). The agreemenfshould take'into . 
consideration the.,appropriate excavation, removal, -

. recordation; analy~is, curation, possession, and final 
disposition :ofthe human remains and associated or 
unas~odated funerary objects. 

~·· - ... ~, 

.. ' 

~ 

~ .. , 

.Ongoing' 
·throughout .soils­
disturbing activities 

If appiicable, .upon 
disc.overy of human · 
r:emaini; and/qr . 
associated or 

·.:.. -unassociated funerary 
objects; t~~ consultant 
shall notify the Coroner 
ofthe City and County 
of San Francisco, and 
in the event of the 
Coron~rs_ . 
determinati9n that the 
human remains are 
Native AmE!rican 
remains, notification of. 

·the .California State 
-~.Native American · 

Heritage CornrnissJon 
, · who shall cippoint a, 

•Most Likely . . .. 
Descendant {MLDL 
who; 'along witirthe~ · 

-·· ar~haeologi.cal ·· 
consultant and the 
SFMTA, shallmake 
reasonable efforts tp 
develop. an .~greement 
for the treatment of 
nurnan remains and/or 
a_ssociated ()r 
unassociated f1,merary 
objects -

,e• .,,,. 

. . .· . . . . . . .· -~ . · .. ·.. . ··. ... . . . . ..... · .. · ADMINISTRATIVE·DRAFT·2•SUBJECTTO CHANGE 

Monitoring/ 
Reporting 
Responsibility 

Project 
archaeological 
consultant .ahd/ot 
archaeological 
monitor 

.. 

..;: ..... ·: 

... 
.. , ~ .., 

Monitoring 
Sclledule .... 

~ .. :,l 

Considered· 
complete on 
notification of the 
San Francisco 
·County Coroner and 
NAHC, ifnecessary .. · 

.:.::.i· '.,,•,· 

'TRANSIT EFFECTIVEN.ESS PROJECT (CITYWIDJ!:) . CASE NO. 20ll.0558E' 
'MIT'lGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM Exhlbi_t2.,10 March2014' 
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MITIG,A.TION MONITORJNG.AND ·R-EPORTING PROGRAM (continued) 

. MONITORING AND A.EPORTING PROGRAM 

. . 

· Adopted Mitigation Meas1.,1res · • 

Respon~ibUity · ·. . 
for ··· Mitigaticm 

Implementation Schedule· 
· Mitigation 
Action· 

Ffna/Archae~J~gicai ResourcesRep6rt. Th~ • ·.. . . .. · .. 
arch~aeological"con8ultal"it shall'sUbmit a Ora~ Fin~I 

SFMTAand , ·. Jfapplicable, ~pon Jf applicablE!, . 

- ArchaeologicarResci!lrces·Report(FARR) to ·tfi~ ERO 
project . completion of consultanno·prepare 

. arcnaeological cataloguing and ' . draft and. final .. 
.thatevaluatesthe historical ~ignificance ofanY' . · .. · 
discovered' archaeological resource'ahd 'describes the . -
archaeolOgical' and: historical reseafof(methods 
emptoyed·iri:the arch~eolc)giCa1{estihgJmQ01t9rlri9/data 
rt:!covery prpgrani(~) undettake1i;Infoiination th~fmay. 

consultant, in analysis· of . .. Arcl:lecilogical 
consultatii:mwith recovered data and ·Resources Report 
ERO findings · ··· .. reports. 

·. put'at;risk·any· archaeological resource shall.b~fprovlded. 
iri a separate removable"insert within the draft .final ' .. ' 
r~Po.rt,<;':, · . · • ... , . . · , · · •- · ··' ·,,,· . 
Copi~s of the DraftFARR shall be .sentto the ERQ fo_r' 
review and apprqvaJ: Once 11pproved by the. ERP copies · · 
of the'FARR:snallbe distributed ·as foIIo\Vs: California·. · 
Archaeologic~LSite •survey-f',j9rthwesf'Inforniation' ~ · · · 
Cente((NWIC) sliallreceive one '(1)copy'and tile 'ERO. 
shail'Jecei'lie'~fcopy·ofJh~Jrarismittal ·of the .. ~ARR to the 

· NWJC; 17he Eri\/ironm~ntal'Planning divislon of the 
Planning DepartnfenfshSifreceive'ori'e bound, one .... 
l.iribourid; •and 'one •unlocked searchable :'P bF copy on ·' · 

,: , .. 

'CO oUhe FARR along witl:i: copies· of anyfo~maJ:site · · ... · . 
_tecordation-'f9rms'(CA_'D~~fs23:series).aqdi6r .. · - . · 
documentation for nomh:iation to·the·l'!RHP/CRH~ In . 
instances of high pµblic"interest or- interpretive Value/the 
ERO may requfre'a'diffefrent finai 'report'conterit;forma~ 
and dlstriblitiofi than that'J)resented aboye, ,, ' . - . . . 

- • .. f. -.". . ' ~. _.__ • •. .- .;,, "•: 

.. •r:· 
~ . ) 

:,_. ·1 

-1.·. 

· lfapplicable, upon. 
approval of Final · 
Archaeological 
Resources Report 
by ERO 

. : ~- . ·. ·' . .... 
'.,,·:·,.-

·r 

,_. -~ ,- -·· •' . -;-.'.~' ,·' ~ ;-:~~~;; ~,-·:;·:'." ',~:;J~~>~2-;' :/-~"~ ~ '· . .:~· '.;·f :~-.(~·~-_;;··-~ : 

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2-SUBJECTTO CHANGE 

Exhibit 2".'11 

·. Monitoriligf 
Reporting 
Responsib1Jity 

· · Monitoring 
Scbed_ule 

If applicable, lhe 
ERO' to _review and 
appr()Ve the Final 
Archeological 
Resqurces Report 

lfapplicable, 
consultant to · 
transmit fin;;d, 
approved 
documentation to 
· NWIC and.San 
Francisco Planning 
.Department 

lfapplieable, 
cpnsultat:itshall 
prepare ~II plaQS. 

,. and 
recommendations 
for interpretation by 

·the con~ultantshall · 
be submitted first 
and directly to·the 
ERO for review ~ncl 
comment, and shall 
be-considered draft 
r~ports:~ubje,Ct to' . 

· r~vision .untiLfinaJ .. 
· ~ipprovarby th.~· 
·ERO: 

. " 

._::_.: 

Considered 
complete on 
approval Of.Jinal 
FARR. 

'"°'1'•"· 

-·:,.; 

. -:: ... ~ ... 

CASE NO. 2011.tlSSBF; 
· ' Murch.l1U4 



EXHLBIT 2: MITIG.ATJON NJONITORlNG AN.D REPORTING PROGRAM (continued) 

MO~rf_9Rlf',lG AND R_f;p_ORTING PROGRAM .. ·. 

· AdoP!ed ~itigation Measur~s .. 

·Mitigation M~asure·M~CP~: Paleontologicar 
Resources Accidental. Discovery · 

Responsibility 
for Mitigation Mitigation 

Action. Jmpler11entation S(:hedlJ_le 

SFMTAand 
project 
contractor's 

During constru.ction Projeet 
contractor/SFMTA to 
notify'the ERO and­ln order to avoid any potential adverse ~ffect fh the_ 

event of accidentaLaiscovery of a pateontological _ ._ 
resourc;e quring' coristn.ictlon 'of the· project, the project. 
.sponsor shall be .responsible for ensuring t{1at all.project 

.. Head For-eman one ofits Qesignated 
paleontOlogists and 
suspend soils- _ .· 

contractors and sub_contraCtorsJnvolved in soil- . . 
distUrbing activities'.~assoCiated witti the project comply . 
With. thefollQwing·:ptocedures in-_the .event ofdiscovery of 

. a paJeontologicaLresqurce, ··, Paleonto!ogical ~remains, or 
resource, -can·take:the f~rm "of whole or portions. pf 
marine stieJI, bones, tusk; horn and teeth from fish, 
reptiles, ·mammals,; a.rid lower .order animals, .ln ttie case 
of Megafauna; the remahis,.although pt?rt.ial, maybe· 
large in· scale. AJs·o · paleonfological resources 'incJude­
petrified ·wood and :rock irnpression·s of plant or anl!"Dal , 
parts. · " · · · ·· · · 0 

Sh~ul~ any indication of a paleontological .resource be 
encountered during 'any soil- disturbing activity· of the 
·project, therproject foreman and/or project sponsor shall .. 
·imm·edia.tely·notifytne City-Planning Department's ·. · 
Environriiental Review· Officer (ERO): and one· oflts 
designated paleontologiSts'(curreritly, Dr~ Jean De 
Mouthe/Dr; Peter: Roopnarin¢ in the Geology 
Departmerirof.the Ca,lifornia Academy ofScienqes) and 

. . lmmediateWsuspend:any.soil-diStl!rbing activities in the 
· vicinity of the discovefy·untll,the ERO~has detet.mined· 
what additional meas~~~s are n~t!ided, · ·- · 

:.: ·~ - . 

.: •. 1 

disturbing activities~ 

:~ 

' ~ 

ADMlNISTRATIVE~o1v.FT2:-SUBJECT TO CHANGE .• 
. TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJEC'r ,(Cl'.rYWlDE) 
MITIGATION MONlTORJN'.G AND 'REPORTING PRQGRAM. ExhlbitVi.2 

-Monitoring/ 
Reporting 

. Responsibilify 

. SfMJA. and:ERO 

,.;;'' 

Monitoring ·· 
:sche~ure. · 

During construction, 
upon indication that 
a paleontolo9ical 

resource has been 
encountered·. 

~ •., 

' 
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:MITIGATION:MONJTORlNG.AND.REP.ORTING·Pfic;:>.GRAM (contim.~ed) 
ti .:· : • ' . . : •• • •• 

.. ., 

-• ·~ "'; ~.} t •,' ~'::-':·. .,· ~· ~" l' ' - ' ·1,' . MONITORING AND· REPORTING PROGRAM 

. . . ;-· ;: _'." ,,,. -< ." .. : >:v . :: :;·;C-\ ~:·: :. _ . , _·:'. · · : . Resi>~~~ibmty Mitigation 

' '.:.A_dQpted Mltig.ation'.l\lleasur:es ' --···· - · · Implementation .Schedule :, 
··.·Mitigation 
·Action 

:tfthe·ERO·deiermines th-~fa p-Ot~nfially".s!~nificant SFMT"" and .. ·. : Th13:.pr9J~9t . .: . SFMTAto ret$il'.1 .. 
: pal~of1~0199i,caHesoyrce'.may;pe'presentY/ithin'~he - prpj~ct ·p~leontoJo:gical .•· appropriately .qualified 
. project:site;,tl:le:projectsponsor~shalLtetain the.services.· paleontological ·.consultant:to ·· cconsultantto.prepare · 
of-.a.qualifi~:palec:into_Iogic:'al consult~nf:With;e~pert:ise:.in . consultant ln . consµ(t~witb%e. _ PRMMP:, _carry p1Jf . 
·Cafif9mia,pale9ot9log·y,.to .. c:iesign-.a11ctii:TlP)~rnenta:: ·• ·•· ·• corisultaiio!l ~ith 'ERO as)ndjcateg; monitoring, ~nd .. 
Pale.oritolqgipat:Re.sources.Mitigation'.P.Ja'n'(P,RMlVIP). the .ERO. · - completed when · reporting· · 
The,PRMMP.shaUiriclude.a;description ofdiscciVery:. :c· . ERO ac_cepts fineif 
procedures; s,ar:npling,ang, datafreqpyery~procedunisi r.ei:>ort · 
proce~ures .for toe:;p.repar;atlqn~:ide11tifi.catio~,.;;analysis, 

·.and curationjotfossil·spe6irnens •. anWda~a1ecovereq;:. 
· and.0proceduresiforth~prepa(ation,and.dis.tiibµtion•of ·a, · 
;final paleontol(>gical. dis¢overy:report1(PDR)1 ~ _; '.. "'· - ·: -~. -· : 

» 

Monitoring/ 
Reporting-· 

· Responsibility 

·.ERO to approve 
finalPRMMP 

... ·Project .· 

. Monitoring 
sche.dtiJe 

Coo~idered 
complete on 

· appr.oval of:flnai 
PRMMP • 

· paleontological 
.consultant shall · Considered 
provide brief complete.on 
monthly reports to -ap,pr,qyaJ of.final 
E~O durin.9' . · . · :docu.menta~i<:in by 
monitoring or as ERO. · 
ide.ntH'ied in the 
.PRMMP, and docume.ntiilQ.,tne,paleoQtologic;:il find::'>,.; . _ • ··. 

'Jhe:PRMMP•shall b~"¢orisistent with.tneiSociet{fc:i'f'' 
VerteQrate Paleontology: standar'cHG,uid~line.s'fodhe .. 
mitiga:tion pf:cqnsti]Jctic)n,.related1adve.r5e:Jmp8:i;:tS,:to 
pateontol.oglcarresourcfes . ana .• tlie· requifefnents·:c:ifth.e 
desigri~tecfrepositc>cyrfot-ahYJossils coUe9teCI. ·Jn the 
·evenfof a~verifie~·paleontblogical'discovery~· ttie; ' :_. 

. .· ·l'!oUfythe ,t:Ro . 

·· re.mairiin,gii;fon.stp,ictiqn ;and soil'.'.distufbingactivities.· 
'wlthi!l those\g~ological·.units .. specified_.as 
paleontolqgicaUy,:s~nsitive~in:the.RRf\ltMl?,:.sh?lbbi;i •. · 
:rnonitore.d .by the.,proj0ctp;aleontol9gjcatconsu,ltaht · .. : · ·, 

:· TheicorlsU1t~rii~s;work-.shai1 :l:>i:can.ducted'in:a'ccor8ance 
. with'this ·mitigatiqn me.as\,lr~:anCf'~fthedirecliqr:i:«Jf the 

City;s·ERO .. ;f'la,ns and:repq_rt!> p_r~par13d by ~h,e . . 
.c;onsultanr~~all;pe;subliJ!1$iac;l:for:Teview and approv.al by · ,_ · c: 
the.i=~p: . . > -. • • _: :, ' • •••••• ,,~· r •· > ' •• > • ; 

~'. .-; ' .==:: .i' . - •. ->' 

:•. 

:~. 

. ,· ~ 

·- ,__~ __ ; .~:~·'"·- -

· .. ' .. 
.. ,_._ .. 

;:• .-··- ' t .•• : ~ ::. r. 

':-~' 

. -~· ~ ~ 

... _ .. ;..· 

:·.~ ., 

':'•· } ',. ~. '\:·.·:·~:--t,~/~:·>~j;; ~c·~:~ 1:::·; .. -~·. 't~·.:~~~{-~-~~~::.-:~. tf:~. --; __ ~--~~·i·• ;· . ·_, -~ ;·~.;·~· 
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,_ ... ,'.1 

1'• .'. =~ 

., immediately If work 
·· :should stop for 

data reoov~ry 
during me)i:litoring • 

The ERO .to review 
and i;ipptove .the 
fin.al. 
documentation as 

. ... established in .the 
PRMMP 

· .... • 'L:" 

'·• 

··-=-,·. , ... 

: ... 
.1·-.... 

,-J·r 
1-1· 

·""'· 

.. ~ :·I; 

·c 

. . : ~-

' .. 

· .. -·.;:· 
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EXHIBIT 2: MITIGATION MONITORING AND REP.ORTING P.ROGRAM .(continued) 

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Responsibility 
. for: · Mitigation 

Implementation .Schedule 

Mitigatioo Measure:M~HZ-1: +la'Zarc;iou~ .Materials SFMTA soil and 
groundwater test 
results containing 
any hazardous 
materials s:hall be 

Soil Testing 
·In orderto prc>t~cf both ho nsfruction workers· .and :ihe · 
public;frorn exposµre tohazardcms'materials-'in-soil~ · 
.encountered during construction·ofthe: proposed 'project, 
the projectsponsor..agrees fo adhere to -the folloWlng 
requii'eme11ts, · 
·1J' Any ·soil excavated and then; encapsulated under 

~ concrete·and/or asphalt covering within the same 
are~i'as·Jts axcavation shall not requjretestiri!;rfor 

.· thepresence'of hazardolJ$:materials i.n levels:· 
· ·-exceeding those.acceptable to government agenCies 

unless the TEP: project or construction manager 
. determines any extenuating Circl!mstances ·exist, 
··such as· odors, unusual;'color .or presence of foreign 
material. The· r:euse; J"emediatioh, or disposal of any 
soil tested. and found.to ·contain ·hazardous,materials 

.·under these.circumstances .shall'be :iri compliance 
;-.with· the·:reqliiremerits:;of'the San~ Francisco > 

Department. of Public .Health (DPH) and -oth~r. 
~gencies. 'The project sponsor sh~lt be responsible 

.. for reporting tbetestr~sult~fQfany sqilwith .. : ·· .· 
, hazarc:lousmateriiiil.contenttoDPH withiA 21.:clays of 

. the.completion oUe.stlng. accompanied with a map 
··showing the·exca\l'~tlon :1ocation; 

2) . .Any excavated'.soilnotreusea and encapsulated 
Linder conqrete arid( or asphalt covering within the 
~same'ar.ea ~s itse~cava.t,on,:shall be,testedforthe 
pr.esence· of hazardous materials in .levels ·exceedjhg 
those ·acceptable to .govemment-agehdes~ before: it 
is moved from the area of excavation. 'The 
transport~tion and disposal of the soil shall be in 

-<~: 

. submitted to the 
Department of 
PL!blic Health 
'(DPH) with.in 21 
days of tl)e 
·completion of 
testing. 

Mon.itoring/ 
Reporting· 

. Responsibility 

SF!VIT A project · Department of 
construction cootractor Public Health 
shall be 'r,esponsible for ... 
the impleinents1ion of. 
Steps 1-3. · 

, .. 

-;.· 

._.:!": 

.;:r· 

. ·. '), • l; ·~ 

=.:: . ~ :1 

• 

'· 
: .. : ·- _____ ------· .. ----~,A[)M_INIS~1JVEJl8AJ~:-2 ~SOBJE_C!I:IQ_Cl·l'ANGE •. _.· ... ~ .. __ ··_· _: 
'TRANSIT EFFE'CTIVENESS PROJECT (CITYWIDE) . 
.MITIGATION MOJll.tTORI.NG A~P REPORTING PRO.ORA.M 'Exhibit i-14 

:.~ 

· Considered 
complete on review 
and app'roval by 
DPH ofthe soil.and 
groundwater testing . 
results, along: wlth 
maps shqwing the 
location of the 
excavpted soi.I and{ 
or groundwater. 
cont(iining tl)e 
hazardo.us 

··materials . .1 · 

..... 

>. 

., . ;. 

CASE NO. 2011.0SSBE 
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E~HIBli 2:. -~MITl~A~ION MONITORING AND REPOFrTiNG PROGRAM-(~ontinued) · 
.. MONITORING'AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

'~-· ~~=. !" 
,_ ::..:. .. . "~ . 

_ .~~~. .·-:.~ 1:~ •1,., ... ,;·~ .·''.·,·:.,--·r:·- - •. ·; ·.~·j: ,.,":~:\', 

, '·•· ··;~;~cAdopted:MitigationMeasures:·.· :' 
' i ' • • '' · • • :. ··I-·• ' · · • · ," ··.···- I ~ .. •! • ' r • ·, ' ~ , );- ,"'.'<1'''!• ~. ,.f t 1 ._ 1 .•• ',., r-

" co111plianc~-With'.DPH1 ~tatei and fe,i:leraT ..... . 
. ' :reguirements.J.liel'proje(:t s~_on~~t ~h~!l. b~'-~· . -

· . -:- : '.responsib,le t~i repc)rtlng.t!Je: t~sfre~41t~;9ta,n¥.~01c 
. ''.. \vith'.hazatdous material coritenrtcfDPHWitniri"21 .... 

:· '-·days; ofthe;completiorl oftestingf accompanied with 
·• · ·a rnap·showing·the exC;av.atioifl()cation.-~ •.... · -·· · · · 

. 3) - -.Jf the ·prop:osed ~xcav~tloh·activitiesiencouriter" 
· · ·groundwater,·the'groundwater,_shall be·tested'for· ... 

' hazar_dous .matefi~lls•,'' Copiel) of th.e·test results·$hall 
.· be submjttedfoDPHwithln,21:daysioHhe", · · •. · 

,, , r completion bf'testing. 'Ah,Y:dewate.riflg'.sh~n a~he_re ·· · 

, .. ' 

Responsibility . . .. 
· for · · · · Mitigation 

Jmplerrientatlon ;Schedule 
·,._· -~~. 

.. 

\ ~:. ., ;.~:. 

'tonPrr•SFf>l.!10;' anchiitate reqi.iirem~iits. ,-, · . : ; ... 

· 1~:~~~'ev'a~~ ~,~¥a :sup_~~~1J~~r?~din~~q~.9rf~~91~uo_ns.-. •- . 
are ~dopted by QPH9Qyern1rig-ttie .han.ahng"andJ~sbng . ··· · 
·~fhmrCious·n1Cite,~als'en'coµoiereicj'·durif:i9 ~ohstruction- · · 

.· wtt~i.ri:th1 P~P}iC:/igbt:.of:;y@x:"~~t-ts.hftl,I be,giv~n:th~ , .. 
:.~P~t9i~ ~.2·•rec;iwr~m~.Rr0Jecr~p.o~s%to~d.rer,eJe>,th_~ 
.1mplementat1on 1of-the·new;ordmanc.e.onegulations_1n 
.J~t,i·9fthe:·~b9ve r"Ei_c{ulr~aj~(j~~"ifJ~~y p,rqvi~e),lmHar 
s~feW prptecticmJof1 f:iotti c_o~structipr1_workers ~mdJhe 
public,\'."'·· ,-... :.'_.~:~ .• ~-,--_·:.":··.· ~: __ :,.·_· .. ,·:.~··'··_ ... 

.. :: ... 
''.\, ~ .. : .. 

;., ., ·;: ·~ . : ~ 

.. :.,, -:~ 

··'. .·.i .. : ~ ,~: ;. 

:« 

·~1 .:; .•• 

::,>."·: 

.. ; .. 
·,~. 

. ·-.llii 

~ .. 

'' ·1; _:~ 
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.ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2 :0 SUBJECT,TO CHANGE 
TRANSIT-·EFFECTlVENE.SS.P.ROJECT '(CITYWIDE) ·· . 
·MlTIGA.TION"MONITORINGA'.ND .REPORT·ING PROGRAM e<hlbtt2~15 . 

.·.•-.fJlonitoringt­
ReP.o'rting. .. 

~--Responsibility ·. 

~; .... t : . 
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':o..' 

• ~ I L 

·'·' 
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Schedule· 
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EXHIBIT 2: MITIGATION MONITORfNGAND REPORTING PROGRAM(c()ntinued) 

.MONITORING AND REPORTING PROG_~M ·.· .. _ --~'--· ·'·'-· ·· ···-·-"-

. Adopted:Mitigatlon Measures· 

Mitigation Measure M~TR~:·Optimization of 
Intersection Operations ' . 
The final d?sign of program~tevel TTRPs that include 
TPS Toolkit elements from the Lane Modifications and 
Ped,estrian tniprovem.ents categories shall integrate · 
c;fesign e}~rner1~s from.the follciwir;ig i~t~rsectl6J1 · ·. 
geometries and t~affi9 con~ol:me~sures to the gre~test 
extent fea~i_ble With.out ~niproinising the purpose ofthe 

. project Potential inter~iection geometry optimization 
1T1ecisures fri!=lude left or right turn pqcf<ets, turn 
prohi~itions, r~striping tQ'. ~dd addition_al mixe'd':'floW 

· capacity, Jane widening·to provide 'fortransit~nly or 
mixed"'flow;lahes; and 'parkin_g prohibitions.'Potentfai 

.. ·trciffic control·measures:foclude:signallzation; ·exclusive 
~ignal·phases, an~:f;changes-to. the signaFcycle; Ttie 
final design· shall ensure:that:transiti pede,strian, .and 
bicycle fravei ate :accomrnOdated, ·is within the confines 
.offeasibie:traffic engin'eering solutions, and ~does: not . 
conflict with overall .Cit}tpcilicies 'related to~transportatlon. 

Mitigation ;Meiilsure M-TR~1 ():-··Provisi~n of 
Replacement qommercial Loading Spaces ., -

Whe~eJ~siqle; the-$FIY!TA $.hall:irstaJl'n.~w .~omnierciaJ· 
lo;:iding ·.spaces ·of similarJengtlion··the .sarne·otock and 
side'of·ttie str~~t. o·rW,ithin 2~0'fe,et'or:i at;ljaceritsjde 
streets·,· of Where commercial'.loading. spac~s. would qe, 
permanently removed,,Jn -order to provide=equally 
convenient loading space(s). Thes¢Joading spaces 
.shall only be replaced o.ri streets With commerCial uses. 

-:Respon~ibility 
for · · Mitigation 

lmplenientaticm. Schedule 

SFMTA 

SFMTA 

·.: 

'During ' 
development of 
detailed designs. 
for the program-· 
levellTRP 
proposc:ds. 

During . 
development of 
detailed designs 
for the p·rogram­
:(eVel'TTRP 
:proposals. 

;.; 

Mitigation· 
Action 

Mon:itoring/ 
Reporting 

· · Responsibility 

Optimlze intersection SFMTA, Planning 
.geometries and•·traffic .Oep~rtment 
control measures 

\ 

Mor)i~oring 
· Sct'!edule 

Priorto completion 
of detailed designs 
for the program­
level 'TTRP 
proposals; . 

Wheri:rfeaslble, Install SFMTA with Prior:to or ·· . 
new cqmmerci;:d review by Planning concurrent with the 
loading spaces. Department, ·· removal of on-street 

commercial loading 
spaces. 

;·:: .. · .. 
"· 

·' 

;_- ~ !• . , .. '· :_ : ·. . . 

· ... ....... .. . ..· · .··.··:··.· •: .. ADMINTSTRATIVEDRAFT2-SliBJECTTOCHANGE 
'TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (CITYWIDE) ....... ' '' '' ' .... ,. ,. 
MITIGAJ'JON MONITORING A.ND REPORTUW .PROGRA,M ; t::xhibit 2·1 ~ 
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ISXHl~lT 2:. · .. :NUTJ~ATION MPNITORING AND REPORTiNG~PROGRANl (corttim.1ed) 

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Responsibility Monitoring/ 
'Reporting 
Responsibility 

,· •. 

·.Adopted Mitigation Measures: · 
. fot Mitigath:m 

JmplementatJon scti$dute 
.Mitigatloo 
Ac~_on 

. . .. 

Mitjg~ticm. N!~a~ure !iA,.TR;.26; .l11fersection R,estriping· 
at 16. /Bryant streets ; 

The .SfMTAshall .r~conflgure the propqsed ctwn9es at 
the interse~tion ·.c;if 161!1/BrYant streets converting the. . . 
westbound·approach of 1 e1'1·street at !3i'yant Street from 
what is proposed tQ be a shared through-:r.ightt4m. lane 
to a thr9ugh Jan.~ an!fa· dec;ticated right-turnpocket 
adja¥e11tto the through lane, and recortfigurethe. 
eastbound· approach from •whatis proposed to be a 
sep~rat~ tl;lrough Jane and a deqicateq rigt:it-turn. pocket 
·adja.ce.nt t.o tile thrpugh Jane-tq a share.c:Uhrgugh/right 

. l~ne ·· 

Mltigat.lon Nlea~ure N.l;.TR-48: EnfQr.cementof 
· Par!<Jm;i V!olatlo.ns .. . • .. . · ·· 
On st~et~ where implementation qf pr.oject-!evel TiRPs 
wquld re~ulti.n a n~t reduction of.on-street com,rnercial 

·loading spaces, the SFMTA shall enforce parking 
regulations in transit-only lanes through·ttie use of ·video 
cam~ras on tr.ansityehicl~s ~nd/ qr otlier par~ing 

• enfori:eme11t activi~ie~- . 
l'Jlitlg~ttC>n ME?a$ure M-<:,,;.TR-1: · SFMT. AM.oriitor.in~ ~of·· 
Mu1WSe-i:vlce · .· ' ' · ,, • ''.·. · · ·· · · ' 

The- SfMTA; ~·hall, ·!~ th~ eXteiit'.feaJi~le -~nd c:on~istent 
·Y/ith a_nm:~al b(Jqg~t appr.c;iprif3tion~,.,cori!inue to'rripnitor. ; 
Muni.service citWJi.de,, reporting as r~ulred .pn serv.ice . 
go_a1s: Jncluding,the capacify utjllzation,siandcard, and 
where .neediad; :ancl as ·.~pp roved by deqisiqn makers and 
underJ;iudgetary app~qpr,iat,ioj'ls,.strfye t()· improve upon . . 
Muni operations, including peak'.houdransit·capacity on · .: + 
$creenlines and corrid.ors. . .. 

... 

SFMTA oudn9 pr.Piect ... 
lrnP!.em.~nta~iqn 

Re_6ohfjgurei .P.Jar:m1ng . 
west~oll.ncl and· · .. Department, 

'SFMTA 

.SFMTA 

... 

. ~·.-;. :::~ .. ~ " 

eastbound approaches· SFMTA 
of 16th Street at:aryaot · 

.. · ~treet · 

On,going ;after Enforce parking SFMTA 
implemehtaticm .c:;>f . regulations .and/or 
11"f'{P . . Jnstall·video cametas 
irpprovements~ on transit·vehicles .• 

Oog.oing, 'after 
implementation·;of 
TEP 
improvements. 

SFMTAtomonitor SFMTA 

.··," 
.. ,. -:- - .. ~ -

. .. 

.;'. ,·,,; 

· transitservice~goals 
and proposed ·•. · . ·· 
lmprovements·to Muni 
~pa.rations. 

•\·~ ., 

:_,·",1" 

·:_ .. '.~ . .!' 
.. ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2 - SUBJECT TO CHANGE' 

·T.RA.NSI'.l' E·FF:ECTIVE.NESS ~ROJECT_(CITYWIDE) .. 
MITI.GATION 1\-t'-ON'I'.I'ORlNG AND IU:P·QRTING PROGRAM EXh!bJt 2~ 17· • 

Monitoring 
.~fohedufe · 
Priorto cqmpleticm' · 
of.qetalJecl 9esign · 
·for project-l~vel 
improvements at' 
1 (Jtn/Bryemt streets. 

Ongoing_ 

:Ongoing. 

·~ .. 
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EXtilBIT 2~ MIJIGATION IVIONlTORING AND RE;P.ORTING PROGRAM {contJnL,ted) 

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM· ; .•. •• 

ResponsibilitY Monitoring/ 
· for Mitigaticm Mitigation Reporting M<mitoring 

. Adopted Mitigation Measures · hnplernentation Schedule. .Action . f{esponsibility . Schedule 

Mitigation Measure l'Jlfy.;i:R-49: Explore the 
hnplem.eritation of Parking.·ManagementStrategies. 
SFMTA shall ;explore w~ethetJmpiementatlon ofparking 
managementstrategieswe>1J!d be ~ppropJfate anp 
effective in thls and qther parts of:ttie City to more 
efficiently manage the supply of on-street parkJng over 
time. · .. · · ' - · .; 

.SFMTA Ongoing during 
lrnplernentatipn J:?f 
TEP~ 

' . . . . 

Identify .and explore 
new parking · 
.management 
strategies~ ·particularly 
along the TTRP 

.. c;:orri.dors· 

. ~· ~ 

ADMINISTRATIVE. DRAFT 2-SUBJECT'TO CHANGE 
T~ANsIT EFFECTIVENESS· PROJECT (CITYWIDE) 
MITJ.GATION MONITOJUN(; AND REPORTIN.G PROGRAM Exhibit ·2~18 

SFMTA reporHo 
Sf Planning 

« 

•. 

Ongoing du.ring 
prpject 
ir11plementati9n, · 
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EXH.IBIT 2: "MITIGATlON MONITORING A~D.R~PORTJNG :PROG.RAM .(c:qntinued.) 

·MONITORING AND.REPORTING.PROGRAM . 

. Improvement Measure 1-TR~1:.Construction 
Measures. · 
During the constructior,1-0f all TEP projects, the.SFMTA 

.·· shall require t.he following; .. ·. ' 
1J Construction contractors.shall be prohibited from 
scheduling an)'.trucktrips, such as concrete mi).Cers,-: 
neavy•constru'ctlon equipmentand materials delivery, 
etc.,'.to;the ·construction sites during the :a;m. (7 to 9 

· a.m~) and p:fr1. {4 to 6 p:m.) pe~k .commute periods. 
·2) ·All .constn.lctiori activities shall· adhere .to Jhe . 
provisions in th~ City 'of San .Francisc9's Regulations for 
Working-in SanFnancisco'Streets (Blue Book),.including 
those addressing sidewall( and Jane·closures. To 
. minimize construction impacts on nearby businesses 
ancl :residents, the SFMTAs.hall alert motorists, · 
bicyciists; ·an~nearby property owners of upcoming 
construction through ~its existing website and other . 
available: means, sur;h as distributiOn of.flyers, emails, 
and portable· fl"!~Ssage. orin_foni)aticmaJ·siQnS. 
Information provided shall include contactname(s) for 
the SFMTAproject manager., public information officer, 
ancl/orthe SFMTA General Enforc.ement Division 
cont~ct number(3t1) •. 
3) Construction contractors shall encourage . . . 
construction workers to use carpooUng··and transitto the 
construction site in ord.er tp miri1mize·park.ing :demand. 

SFMTAand 
project 
construction 
contractor($) 

\1". 

Througt)outtne 
construction 
duration for any 
TEP component 
requiring 
construction. 

SFMTAand project SFMTA 
construction · · 
contractor($) to 
coorqinate construction 
related ·activities with 
DPW, the Fire 
Department, the 
Planning Depo:lrtment; 
and any other City · 
e1gencies. 

:,·· 

~ ADMINISTRATIVE 0RAJ=T2..: SUBJECT TO·CHANGE 
TRANSIT.'EFFECl'lVEN'ESS ,PROJECT.(ClTYWIDE) . 
'~lTIGATION MONITO.Rl~G AN:D REPORTI1'Hi PROGRA?il · ~l'!l~it2-t9 

;t::' .. 

Considered 
complete after 
.completion of 
construction 
activities. 
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Edwin M. Lee· 
Mayor 

Moh~mmedNuru 
Qirector 

San Francisco Public Works 
1 Dr. Carlton B~ Goodlett Pi; 
Ropm348. 
San Francisco, CA 94;02 
tel 415-554-6920 

DPW Order No~ ~84706 

TRAN SM fTIING TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS LEGISLATION TO AUTHORIZE SAN 
FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS TO'ENTER INTO ACOOPERATIV~AGREEMENT.WlTH THt 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRAN$PORTATfON {CALTRANSJ FOR DESIGN AND 
CONSTRUCTION OF THE f9TH AVENUE COMBfNEO CITY PROJECT AND APP.ROVING SAID 
AGREEMENT. 

This Order contains a Cooperative_ Agr~ernent fqr tbe City to: design, construc:;t, .and 
fins.nee the 19th Avenue Combined Cfty project; and for Calttans to provide Independent 
Quality Assurance for the work within the state highway .system right-of-way7 provide . . 

review and approval of pro~ect documents, gnd issue encroach.rnent permits required for 
projE~ct completion. 

sfpublicworks.org 
facebook.com/sfpublicworks The followlag is hereby transmitted to the Board of Supervisors for yourapprovah 
twitter.~om/sfpublicworks 
twitter.com/mrcleansf 

1. Board Resolut.ion on the Coopercitive Agr~~ment 
2. . Cooperative Agreement 
3~ MTA Board Resolution No. :i.s.,101apprqvingthe traffic and parking 

rnQdiflcations include,d in the 19th Avenue Comt?ined City Project 
4. MTA Boatd Resolution No. 14-d41 approving CEdA findings and a Mitigation 

Monitorlng.and Reporting Program for the Transit Effectiveness Project Final 
Environmental Impact Rep-ort. 

5. PJ;:ir1ning Commission Motion No. 19105 that certified the TEP Final EIR 

It ls. recorrrmended that the Board of .Supervisors ·adoptthiS legislation and authorize the 
Director of Public Works to sign th~ Agreement on behalf ofthe City. 

Sweiss, fuacf 
Approver 2 
Sitmed by: Swelss~ Fuad 

3/21/2016 

X Mohammed Nuru 
N4ru, Motiam!llec! 

.Ap(lro\!e~r, 3. 
~igngd, by;. Nuru; tv19tia.m.mecj 

3/2i/20i6 



SAN FRANCISCO 
MUNICIPAL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

RESOLUTION No. 15-107 

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency has proposed the 
installation of traffic and parking modifications along the 28 19th Avenue rapid Muni transit 
corridor included in the Muni Forward Service-Related Capital Improvements and Travel Time 
Reduction Proposals as follows: 

A. RESCIND - BUS ZONE - 19th A venue, west side, from Lincoln Way to 105 feet southerly 
(bus stop to rerriain with bus bulb); 19th A venue, west side, from Irving Street to 7 5 feet 
northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Irving Street to 75 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west 
side, from Judah Street to 70 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th A venue, 
east side, from Judah Street to 60 feet southerly (bus stop relocate to farside); 19th Avenue, 
west side, from Kirkham Street to 85 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Kirkham 
Street to 75 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Lawton Street to 75 feet southerly 
(bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue, east side, from Lawton Street to 70 feet 
southerly (bus stop relocate to farside ); 19th A venue, west side, from Moraga Street to 70 
feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Moraga Street to 75 feet southerly; 19th 
Avenue, west side, from Noriega Street to 75 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus 
bulb); 19th Avenue, east side, from Noriega Street to 70 feet southerly (bus stop relocate to 
farside); 19th Avenue, west side, from Ortega Street to 75 feet southerly (bus stop to remain 
with bus bulb); 19th A venue, east side, from Ortega Street to 90 feet northerly (bus stop to 
remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue, west side, from Pacheco Street to 75 feet southerly; 
19th Avenue, east side, from Pacheco Street to 75 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, 
from Quintara Street to 90 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue, 
west side, from Rivera Street to 75 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th 
Avenue, east side, from Wvera Street to 80 feet southerly (bus stop relocate to farside); 19th 
Avenue, west side, from Santiago Street to 75 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from 
Santiago Street to 80 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Taraval Street to 135 feet 
northerly (bus stop relocate to farside ); 19th Avenue, east side, from Taraval Street to 125 
feet northerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th A venue, west side, from Ulloa Street 
to 70 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Ulloa Street to 75 feet northerly; 19th 
Avenue, west side, from Vicente Street to 75 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus 
bulb); 19th Avenue, west side, from Wawona Street to 67 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east 
side, from Wawona Street to 7 5 feet southerly; 19th A venue, west side, from Sloat 
Boulevard to 80 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); Sloat Boulevard, south 
side, from 19th Avenue to 100 feet westerly (bus stop to remain); 19th Avenue, east side, 
from Sloat Boulevard to 75 feet northerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue, 
west side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 100 feet northerly (bus stop relocate to farside ); 19th 
A venue, east side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 100 feet southerly (bus stop relocate to farside ); 
and 19th Avenue, east side, from Holloway Avenue to 95 feet northerly (bus stop to remain 
with bus bulb). 

B. RESCIND - BUS FLAG STOP - 19th Avenue, east side, south of Vicente Street (bus stop 
relocated to farside ); 19th A venue~ west side, north of Ocean A venue; and 19th A venue, 
east side, south of Ocean A venue. 



C. ESTABLISH- BUS ZONE - 19th Avenue, east side, from Quintara Street to 145 feet 
southerly (extends existing 75-foot bus zone by 70 feet). 

D. ESTABLISH- SIDEWALK WIDENING AND TOW-A WAY NO STOPPING ANYTIME 
- 19th Avenue, west side, from Lincoln Way to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb 
replaces bus zone); 19th A venue, west side, from Judah Street to 17 4 feet southerly ( 6-foot 
wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from Judah Street to 148 feet 
northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb- bus stop relocated to farside, shortens existing 54-foot 
part-time passenger loading zone by 17 feet); 19th Avenue, west side, from Lawton Street to 
83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from 
Lawton Street to 99 feet northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb - bus stop relocated to farside); 
19th Avenue, west side, from Noriega Street to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb 
replaces bus zone); 19th A venue, east side, from Noriega Street to 83 feet northerly ( 6-foot · 
wide bus bulb- bus stop relocated to farside); 19th Avenue, west side, from Ortega Street to 
83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from 
Ortega Street to 83 feet northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, 
west side, from Quintara Street to 148 feet southerly ( 6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus 
zone); 19th Avenue, west side, from Rivera Street to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb 
replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from Rivera Street to 108 feet northerly (6-foot 
wide bus bulb - bus stop relocated to farside ); 19th A venue, west side, from Taraval Street 
to 169 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb- bus stop relocated to farside); 19th Avenue, 
east side, from Taraval Street to 171 feet northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 
19th Avenue, west side, from Vicente Street to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb 
replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from Vicente Street to 96 feet northerly (6-foot 
wide bus bulb- bus stop relocated to farside); 19th Avenue, west side, from Sloat 
Boulevard to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east 
side, from Sloat Boulevard to 83 feet northerly ( 6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 
19th Avenue, west side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb-· 
bus stop relocated to farside ); 19th A venue, east side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 83 feet 
northerly ( 6-foot wide bus bulb - bus stop relocated to farside ); 19th A venue, east side, 
from Holloway A venue to 148 feet northerly (8-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th 
A venue, west side, from Irving Street to 23 feet southerly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); Irving 
Street, south side, from 19th A venue to 23 feet westerly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb, removes 
meter # 1803 ); 19th A venue, east side, from Irving Street to 57 feet northerly ( 6-foot wide 
comer bulb); Irving Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 56 feet easterly (6-foot wide 
comer bulb, removes meter #1724); 19th Avenue, west side, from Kirkham Street to 23 feet 
southerly (6-foot wide comer bulb); Kirkham Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23 
feet westerly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); 19th A venue, east side, from Kirkham Street to 23 
feet northerly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); Kirkham Street, north side, from 19th A venue to 23 
feet easterly (6-foot wide comer bulb); Lawton Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23 
feet westerly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); Lawton Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 23 
feet easterly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); 19th A venue, west side, from 18 feet south to 49 feet 
north of Moraga Street (6-foot sidewalk widening at southern crosswalk); 19th Avenue, east 
side, from Moraga Street to 23 feet northerly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); Moraga Street, 
north side, from 19th A venue to 23 feet easterly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); 19th A venue, 
west side, from Pacheco Street to 23 feet southerly (6-foot wide comer bulb); Pacheco 
Street, south side, from 19th A venue to 31 feet westerly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); 19th 
Avenue, east side, from Pacheco Street to 23 feet northerly (6-foot wide comer bulb); 
Pacheco Street, north side, from 19th A venue to 23 feet easterly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); 
Quintara Street, south side, from 19th A venue to 28 feet westerly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); 



19th A venue, east side, from Quintara Street to 23 feet northerly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); 
Quintara Street, north side, from 19th A venue to 28 feet easterly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); 
Rivera Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet westerly (6-foot wide comer bulb); 
Rivera Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet easterly (6-foot wide comer bulb); 
19th A venue, west side, from Santiago Street to 56 feet southerly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); . 
Santiago Street, south side, from 19th A venue to 49 feet westerly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); 
19th Avenue, east side, from Santiago Street to 23 feet northerly (6-foot wide comer bulb); 
Santiago Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 42 feet easterly (6-foot wide comer bulb); 
19th A venue, west side, from Ulloa Street to 23 feet southerly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); 
Ulloa Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet westerly (6-foot wide comer bulb); 
19th Avenue, east side, from Ulloa Street to 23 feet northerly (6-foot wide comer bulb); 
Ulloa Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet easterly (6-foot wide comer bulb); 
Vicente Street, south side, from 19th A venue to 23 feet westerly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); 
Vicente Street, north side, from 19th A venue to 23 feet easterly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); 
19th Avenue, east side, from 18 feet south to 141 feet north ofWawona Street (6-foot 
·sidewalk widening opposite stem of T-intersection); Sloat Boulevard, south side, from 19th 

. Avenue to 30 feet westerly (7-foot wide comer bulb); Sloat Boulevard, south side, from 
19th Avenue to 25 feet easterly (7-foot wide comer bulb); Sloat Boulevard, north side, from 
19th A venue to 41 feet westerly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); 19th A venue, west side, from 
Ocean Avenue to 23 feet southerly (6-foot wide comer bulb); Ocean Avenue, south side, 
from 19th A venue to 25 feet westerly (7-foot wide comer bulb); 19th A venue, east side, 
from Ocean A venue to 23 feet northerly ( 6-foot wide comer bulb); Ocean A venue, north 
side, from 19th A venue to 25 feet easterly (7-foot wide comer bulb, removes meters #2666 
and #2668); Eucalyptus Drive, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet westerly (6-foot 
wide comer bulb); Eucalyptus Drive, north side, from 19th Avenue to 28 feet easterly (6-
foot wide comer bulb); 19th Avenue, east side, from Holloway Avenue to 30 feet southerly 
(7-foot wide comer bulb); and Holloway Avenue, south side, from 19th Avenue to 30 feet 
easterly (9-foot wide comer bulb). 

E. ESTABLISH- TOW-AWAY NO STOPPING ANYTIME - 19th Avenue, west side, from 
Irving Street to 40 feet northerly; 19th A venue, east side, from Irving Street. to 40 feet 
southerly; 19th A venue, west side, from Kirkham Street to 3 0 feet northerly; 19th A venue, 
west side, from Lawton Street to 25 feet northerly; 19th A venue, east side, from Lawton 
Street to 40 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Moraga Street to 20 feet northerly; 
19th Avenue, east side, from Noriega Street to 32 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, 
from Pacheco Street to 40 feet northerly; 19th A venue, east side, from Pacheco Street to 40 
feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Quintara Street to 32 feet northerly; 19th 
Avenue, west side, from Rivera Street to 40 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from 
Rivera Street to 40 feet southerly; 19th A venue, west side, from Santiago Street to 40 feet 
northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Santiago Street to 35 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, 
west side, from Ulloa Street to 30 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Ulloa Street 
to 40 feet southerly; 19th A venue, west side, from 20 feet to 40 feet north of Vicente Street; 
19th Avenue, east side, from Vicente Street to 25 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, 
from Wawona Street to 40 feet northerly; Wawona Street, south side, from 19th A venue to 
20 feet westerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Sloat Boulevard to 40 feet southerly; 19th 
Avenue, west side, from Ocean Ave:pue to 40 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from 
Ocean Avenue to 40 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 40 
feet northerly; and 19th Avenue, east side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 40 feet southerly. 

F. ESTABLISH- TO-A WAY NO STOPPING, SUNSET TO SUNRISE, DAILY - 19th 
Avenue, west side, from Vicente Street to 20 feet northerly. 



G. ESTABLISH- BLUE ZONE - 19th Avenue, west side, from 83 feet to 105 feet south of 
Eucalyptus Drive. 

WHEREAS, This project was analyzed in the Transit Effectiveness Project Final 
Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) certified by the San Francisco Planning Commission in 
Motion No. 19105 on March 27, 2014; and, 

WHEREAS, Approval for traffic and parking modifications to implement various projects 
along the 28 19th Avenue Muni transit corridor included in the Service-Related Capital 
Improvements of the Muni Forward program, which was previously referred to as the Transit 
Effectiveness Project (TEP), relies on said FEIR, and information pertaining to the FEIR is set forth 
in a SFMTA Resolution No 14-041, which is on file with the Secretary to the SFMTA Board of 
Directors and are incorporated herein by reference; and, 

WHEREAS, As part of the Resolution No. 14-041, the SFMTA Board of Directors adopted 
approval findings under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the CEQA Guidelines, 
and Chapter 31 of the Administrative Code (CEQA Findings) and a Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program (MMRP), which Resolution, CEQA Findings, and MMRP are on file with the 
Secretary to the SFMTA Board of Directors and are incorporated herein by reference as though 
fully set forth; and, 

WHEREAS, SFMTA staff proposes to adopt the proposed project's Expanded Alternative, 
which includes all of the same parking and traffic improvements that are included in the Moderate 
Alternative, as well as the one proposal to shorten one of two northbound left tum lanes at 19th 
A venue/Winston Drive, which is not included in the Moderate Alternative; and, 

WHEREAS, The existing left-tum lane configuration in the northbound direction of 19th 
A venue at the intersection of 19th A venue with Winston Drive, where one of two left-tum lanes is 
used for both left-turning vehicles and through Muni light rail trains causes substantial delays for all 
inbound (north) M Ocean View trains, which currently must wait for the left turn queue to dissipate 
before proceeding through the intersection; and, 

WHEREAS, Shortening a portion of the leftmost left-tum lane will reduce the stacking 
length available to non-transit vehicles to queue in front of a train, allowing both non-transit 
vehicles and trains to clear the intersection in one left-tum signal phase; and, 

WHEREAS With more reliable light rail transit service on one of the busiest lines, SFMT A 
will have fewer needs for last-minute service adjustments, a more stable service environment for _ 
resource-need assessment, and will be able to more reliably and effectively allocate transit 
resources and deliver service overall; and, 

WHEREAS, The SFMTA Board has reviewed the FEIR and hereby finds that since 
certification of the FEIR, no changes have occurred in the proposed project or in the circumstances 
under which the project would be implemented that would cause new significant impacts or a 
substantial increase in the severity of impacts identified and analyzed in the FEIR,. and that no new 



information has emerged that would materially change the analyses or conclusions set forth in the 
FEIR. The actions approved herein would no necessitate implementation or additional or 
considerably different mitigation measures that those identified in the FEIR; and, 

WHEREAS, The public has been notified about the proposed modifications and has been given 
the opportunity to comment on those modifications through the public hearing process; now, therefore, 
be it 

RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors 
approves these traffic and parking modifications set forth in items A through G above along the 28 
19th Avenue Muni transit corridor included in the Muni Forward Service-Related Capital 
Improvements and Travel Time Reduction Proposals and support the SFMTA's Vision Zero 
program. 

I certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation 
Agency Board of Directors at its meeting of July 7, 2015. 

Secretary to the Board of Directors 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency 



Introduction Form 
By a Mem her of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor 

I hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one): 

D 1. For reference to Committee. 

An ordinance, resolution, motion, or charter amendment. 

[gj 2. Request for next printed agenda without reference to Committee. 

D 3. Request for hearing on a subject matter at Committee. 

D 

D 

D 

4. Request for letter beginning "Supervisor 

5. City Attorney request. 

6. Call File No. ~I -------~I from Committee. 

D 7. Budget Analyst request (attach written motion). 

D 8. Substitute Legislation File No. 

Tiinestamp 
or meeting date 

inquires" 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~----' 

D 9. Request for Closed Session (attach written motion). 

D 10. Board to Sit as A Committee of the Whole. 

D 11. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on 
._._.~~~~~~~~~~~~............J 

Please check the appropriate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the following: 

D Small Business Commission D Youth Commission D Ethics Commission 

D Planning Commission D Building Inspection Commission 

Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use a Imperative 

Sponsor(s): 

I supervisors Tang and Yee 

Subject: 

Resolution approving a Cooperative Agreement with Caltrans for Design and Construction along 19th A venue 
between Junipero Serra Boulevard and Lincoln Way 

The text is listed below or attached: 

For Clerk's Use Only: 
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City Hall 
President, District 5 

BOARD of SUPERVISORS 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-7630 

Fax No. 554-7634 
TDDffTY No. 544-5227 

London Breed 

PRESIDENTIAL ACTION 

Date: May-18, 2016 

To: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

· Madam Clerk, 
Pursuant to Board Rules, I am hereby: 

D Waiving 30-Day Rule (Board Rule No. 3.23) 

File No. 

Title. 

(Primary Sponsor) 

Transferring (Board Rule No. 3.3) 

File No. 160559 Tang --------..,...-
(Primary Sponsor) 

Title. TANG-RESOLUTION - COOPERATIVFq 

0..' 
-:.: 

From: Land Use & Transportation 

To: Budget & Finance 

Committee 

Committee 

D Assigning Temporary Committee Appointment (Board Rule No. 3.1) 

Supervisor ________ ~ 

Replacing Supervisor --------­

For: 
(Date) 

Lon on Breed, President 
Board of Supervisors 
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